




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

OCT 1 1 2018 

The Honorable David B. McKinley, P.E. 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman McKinley: 

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 
SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD 

Thank you for your letter of August 10, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, in 
support of the nomination of Dr. Jason Hubbart to serve a member of the EPA Science Advisory 
Board Agricultural Science Committee. 

We will carefully review all nominations and give this every attention as the acting EPA 
Administrator makes his appointment decisions for Fiscal Year 2019. Again, thank you for letter. 
If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in 
EPA's Office of Congressional Affairs at moody.christina@epa.gov or (202) 564-0260. 

Respectfully yours, 

Thomas Brennan 
Acting Director 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Lamar Smith 
Chairman, Committee on Science, 

Space, and Technology 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT 1 8 2018 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your August 22, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Chief 
of Operations Henry Darwin regarding the Pebble gold and copper deposit site in the Bristol Bay region 
of southwest Alaska. Your letter references both the EPA' s 2014 Clean Water Act Section 404( c) 
Proposed Determination for the deposit and the review process for Pebble Limited Partnership's 
(Pebble) December 2017 section 404 permit application to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) to 
develop a mine at the deposit site. 

Your letter requests that the EPA withdraw the Agency's Proposed Determination and states that 
withdrawing the Proposed Determination "will ensure that this project and future projects will receive an 
objective science-based assessment in accordance with the [Environmental Impact Statement] EIS 
process." 

As part of a May 2017 settlement agreement resolving outstanding lawsuits between the EPA and 
Pebble, the Agency agreed to initiate a process to propose to withdraw the Proposed Determination. In 
the EPA's July 19, 2017, notice proposing to withdraw the Proposed Determination, the Agency 
solicited public comment on three reasons to support withdrawal: 

• First, to provide Pebble with additional time to submit a Section 404 permit application to the 
Corps; 

• Second, to remove any uncertainty, real or perceived, about Pebble's ability to submit a permit 
application and have that permit application reviewed; and 

• Third, to allow the factual record regarding any forthcoming permit application to develop. 

On January 26, 2018, the EPA issued a notice announcing the Agency's decision not to withdraw the 
Proposed Determination, leaving the Determination in place pending consideration of any additional 
information. In suspending the EPA' s withdrawal of the Proposed Determination, the Agency 
considered relevant statutory authority, applicable regulations, and the input the Agency received as part 
of the tribal and Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act Corporation consultations, the more than one 
million public comments received, as well as recent developments, including Pebble's submittal of a 
section 404 permit application. 

The EPA remains committed to considering all relevant information on the potential mine's impact to 
the region's fisheries and natural resources. The Corps has initiated the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) process and begun development of an EIS for the Pebble project. The EPA, at the invitation 
of the Corps, has agreed to be a cooperating agency in this process and is working with the Corps 
pursuant to that schedule. 
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Given the significant public interest on this issue, the EPA will continue to seek input from all 
stakeholders as the permitting process progresses. Neither the January 2018 decision nor the previous 
settlement agreement guarantees or prejudges a particular outcome in the permitting process or any 
particular EPA decision-making under the Clean Water Act. Now that Pebble has submitted a permit 
application, under the terms of the May 2017 settlement agreement, the EPA agreed to provide Pebble 
until May 2021, unless a final EIS is issued sooner, to advance through the permit review process before 
the EPA could move to the next step in the section 404( c) review process, if such a decision is made. 
The steps the EPA has taken demonstrate the Agency's commitment to the rule of law, fundamental 
fairness, and upholding the EPA's core mission of environmental stewardship. I can assure you that this 
commitment will continue through the remainder of the process. 

The EPA has also taken additional action which may address some concerns you identified with the 
section 404(c) process. A June 2018 Memorandum directs the EPA's Office of Water to develop 
proposed revisions to the Agency's section 404(c) regulations including eliminating use of section 
404( c) before a section 404 permit application has been submitted to the Corps. The EPA is now 
considering next steps, in accordance with this Memorandum, to ensure that the Agency is exercising its 
authority consistent with the principles of due process and in a manner which provides certainty to the 
regulated community. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Denis Borum of the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Borum.Denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

D. Lee Forsgren 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 

Cc: Chris Hladick, Regional Administrator, EPA Region 10 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Joe Manchin III 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Manchin: 

OCT 1 1 2018 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 

SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD 

Thank you for your letter of September 14, 2018, to Acting Administrator Andrew Wheeler, in 
support of the nomination of Dr. Jason Hubbart to serve a member of the EPA Science Advisory 
Board Agricultural Science Committee. 

We will carefully review all nominations and give this every attention as the EPA Administrator 
makes his appointment decisions for Fiscal Year 2019. Again, thank you for letter. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in the EP A's 
Office of Congressional Affairs at (202) 564-0260 or moody.christina@epa.gov. 

Respectfully yours, 

Thomas Brennan 
Acting Director 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

OCT - 9 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the August 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Federal Chief 171/ormation Officers: Critical Actions 
Needed to Address Shortcomings and Challenges in Implementing Responsibilities (GAO-18-93). The 
EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S. C. 720. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency should ensure that the agency's IT 
management policies address the role of the CJD.for key responsibilities in the six areas we identified. 
(Recommendation 19) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees that CIO authorities should be adequately documented in appropriate policy and 
procedural documents. Some of these are items that lack policy or other supporting process. Some have 
supporting processes in place and simply require a policy statement to formalize the authority. For 
example, the EPA is now using the Office of Personnel Management's requirement for identifying 
cybersecurity work roles of critical need to address the information technology workforce authorities 
examined in this audit and agency leadership has implemented new performance metrics requirements 
that can support some of the items under IT Strategic Planning. Finally, some of the policy shortfalls 
listed in this audit may require support mechanisms to be put into place before a policy can be 
implemented. 

The CIO's staff working with agency senior executives set an annual IT policy agenda documenting 
which policy items will be worked that year. The CIO's senior leadership will work with policy staff to 
prioritize ( 1) reviewing current System Life Cycle Management, Enterprise Architecture, and Capital 
Planning and Investment Control policies to ensure appropriate authorities are captured and (2) 
designing additional policy/procedure packages to address other priority authorities within the Fiscal 
Year 2019 policy agenda. 



The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Richard Shelby 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT - 9 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the August 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Federal Chief Information Officers: Critical Actions 
Needed to Address Shortcomings and Challenges in Implementing Responsibilities (GAO-18-93). The 
EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency should ensure that the agency's IT 
management policies address the role of the CIO for key responsibilities in the six areas we identified. 
(Recommendation 19) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees that CIO authorities should be adequately documented in appropriate policy and 
procedural documents. Some of these are items that lack policy or other supporting process. Some have 
supporting processes in place and simply require a policy statement to formalize the authority. For 
example, the EPA is now using the Office of Personnel Management's requirement for identifying 
cybersecurity work roles of critical need to address the information technology workforce authorities 
examined in this audit and agency leadership has implemented new performance metrics requirements 
that can support some of the items under IT Strategic Planning. Finally, some of the policy shortfalls 
listed in this audit may require support mechanisms to be put into place before a policy can be 
implemented. 

The CIO's staff working with agency senior executives set an annual IT policy agenda documenting 
which policy items will be worked that year. The CIO's senior leadership will work with policy staff to 
prioritize (1) reviewing current System Life Cycle Management, Enterprise Architecture, and Capital 
Planning and Investment Control policies to ensure appropriate authorities are captured and (2) 
designing additional policy/procedure packages to address other priority authorities within the Fiscal 
Year 2019 policy agenda. 



The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Trey Gowdy 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight 

and Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT - 9 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the August 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Federal Chief Information Officers: Critical Actions 
Needed to Address Shortcomings and Challenges in Implementing Responsibilities (GAO-18-93). The 
EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency should ensure that the agency 's IT 
management policies address the role of the CIO for key responsibilities in the six areas we identified. 
(Recommendation 19) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees that CIO authorities should be adequately documented in appropriate policy and 
procedural documents. Some of these are items that lack policy or other supporting process. Some have 
supporting processes in place and simply require a policy statement to formalize the authority. For 
example, the EPA is now using the Office of Personnel Management's requirement for identifying 
cybersecurity work roles of critical need to address the information technology workforce authorities 
examined in this audit and agency leadership has implemented new performance metrics requirements 
that can support some of the items under IT Strategic Planning. Finally, some of the policy shortfalls 
listed in this audit may require support mechanisms to be put into place before a policy can be 
implemented. 

The CIO's staff working with agency senior executives set an annual IT policy agenda documenting 
which policy items will be worked that year. The CIO's senior leadership will work with policy staff to 
prioritize (1) reviewing current System Life Cycle Management, Enterprise Architecture, and Capital 
Planning and Investment Control policies to ensure appropriate authorities are captured and (2) 
designing additional policy/procedure packages to address other priority authorities within the Fiscal 
Year 2019 policy agenda. 



The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

OCT - 9 2018 

The Honorable Ron Johnson 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security 

and Governmental Affairs 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the August 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Federal Chief Information Officers: Critical Actions 
Needed to Address Shortcomings and Challenges in Implementing Responsibilities (GAO-18-93). The 
EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency should ensure that the agency's IT 
management policies address the role of the CIOfor key responsibilities in the six areas we identified. 
(Recommendation I 9) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees that CIO authorities should be adequately documented in appropriate policy and 
procedural documents. Some of these are items that lack policy or other supporting process. Some have 
supporting processes in place and simply require a policy statement to formalize the authority. For 
example, the EPA is now using the Office of Personnel Management's requirement for identifying 
cybersecurity work roles of critical need to address the information technology workforce authorities 
examined in this audit and agency leadership has implemented new performance metrics requirements 
that can support some of the items under IT Strategic Planning. Finally, some of the policy shortfalls 
listed in this audit may require support mechanisms to be put into place before a policy can be 
implemented. 

The CIO's staff working with agency senior executives set an annual IT policy agenda documenting 
which policy items will be worked that year. The CIO's senior leadership will work with policy staff to 
prioritize (1) reviewing current System Life Cycle Management, Enterprise Architecture, and Capital 
Planning and Investment Control policies to ensure appropriate authorities are captured and (2) 
designing additional policy/procedure packages to address other priority authorities within the Fiscal 
Year 2019 policy agenda. 



The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

t\ity/j_/ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mick Mulvaney 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Mulvaney: 

OCT - 9 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the August 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Federal Chief Information Officers: Critical Actions 
Needed to Address Shortcomings and Challenges in Implementing Responsibilities (GAO-18-93). The 
EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Eugene Dodaro 
Comptroller General 
Government Accountability Office 
Washington, D.C. 20548 

Dear Mr. Dodaro: 

OCT - 9 2018 
OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the August 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Federal Chief Information Officers: Critical Actions 
Needed to Address Shortcomings and Challenges in Implementing Responsibilities (GAO-18-93). The 
EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Richard Shelby 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT 1 1 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, K-12 Education: Lead Testing of School Drinking 
Water Would Benefit from Improved Federal Guidance (GAO-18-382). The EPA prepared this response 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examines the extent to which (1) school districts are testing for, finding, and 
remediating lead in drinking water; (2) states are supporting these efforts; and (3) federal agencies are 
supporting state and school district efforts. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should promote further efforts to 
communicate the importance of testing for lead in school drinking water to address what has been a 
varied approach by regional offices. For example, the Assistant Administrator could direct those offices 
with limited involvement to build on the recent efforts of several regional offices to provide technical 
assistance and guidance, and other forms of support. (Recommendation 1) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The Office of Water's Office of Ground Water and Drinking 
Water holds regular meetings with the EPA's regional offices on drinking water in schools and will 
continue this collaboration. The EPA also will use implementation of the new congressional 
appropriation for lead testing in schools as a means to improve consistency in the EPA's approach. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide interim or updated 
guidance to help schools choose an action level for lead remediation and more clearly explain that the 
action level currently described in the 3Ts guidance is not a health-based standard. (Recommendation 
2) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The OW's Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water held 
regular meetings with regional offices, the Office of Research and Development, and the Office of 
Children's Health Protection to obtain input on improvements to the EPA's Training, Testing and 
Telling/or Reducing Lead in Drinking Water in Schools (i.e., 3Ts) guidance. The EPA is in the process 
of incorporating the input and updating the EPA' s 3 Ts guidance to be released by the end of 2018. 
Potential revisions include updates to implementation practices, the sampling protocol, and the 
remediation trigger, including clarifying descriptions of different action levels and standards. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should,following the agency's revisions 
to the LCR, consider whether to develop a health-based level for school districts that incorporates 
available scientific modeling regarding vulnerable population exposures and is consistent with the LCR. 
(Recommendation 3). 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA encourages schools to reduce their lead levels and 
prioritize remediation efforts based on lead sample results. The EPA also recognizes that states and local 
districts can and have set lower trigger levels as part of their efforts to further protect children from lead 
exposure. While the EPA has not yet determined the specific role of a health-based benchmark for lead 
in drinking water in the revised Lead and Copper Rule, the agency sees value in providing states, 
drinking water systems, and the public with a greater understanding of the potential health implications 
for vulnerable populations of specific levels of lead in drinking water. The objective of revising the 3Ts 
guidance is to provide an up-to-date and informative toolkit to assist schools and childcare facilities 
better in their efforts to reduce exposure to lead in drinking water. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide information to states 
and school districts concerning schedules for testing school drinking water for lead, actions to take if 
lead is found in the drinking water, and costs of testing and remediation. (Recommendation 4) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA will continue to reach out to states and schools to 
provide information, technical assistance, and training and will continue to make the 3Ts guidance 
available. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water and the Director of the Office of 
Children's Health Protection should collaborate with Department of Education to encourage testing for 
lead in school drinking water. This effort could include further dissemination of EPA guidance related 
to lead testing and remediation in schools or sending letters to states to encourage testing in all school 
districts that have not yet done so. (Recommendation 6) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. Increased collaboration between the EPA's Office of Water 
and Office of Children's Health Protection, and between the EPA and the U.S. Department of 
Education, could improve school districts' awareness of information available regarding lead in drinking 
water. The EPA will continue to provide training and up-to-date information to assist schools and 
childcare facilities better in their efforts to reduce lead in drinking water, including schedules for testing 
and actions to take if lead is found. 

The EPA's Office of Water and Office of Children's Health Protection are currently collaborating to 
develop additional resources for schools including a website to support the EPA's 3Ts guidance and 
case studies of school districts that have tested for lead. The Water Infrastructure Improvements for the 
Nation Act or "WIIN Act" of2016 authorizes the EPA to award grants to states and tribes to assist local 
and tribal educational agencies in voluntary testing for lead contamination in drinking water at schools 
and child care programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

bw\~, 
Chief Financial Officer 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

OCT 1 1 2018 

The Honorable Ron Johnson 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security 

and Governmental Affairs 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, K-12 Education: Lead Testing of School Drinking 
Water Would Benefit.from Improved Federal Guidance (GAO-18-382). The EPA prepared this response 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examines the extent to which (1) school districts are testing for, finding, and 
remediating lead in drinking water; (2) states are supporting these efforts; and (3) federal agencies are 
supporting state and school district efforts. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should promote further efforts to 
communicate the importance of testing for lead in school drinking water to address what has been a 
varied approach by regional offices. For example, the Assistant Administrator could direct those offices 
with limited involvement to build on the recent efforts of several regional offices to provide technical 
assistance and guidance, and other forms of support. (Recommendation 1) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The Office of Water's Office of Ground Water and Drinking 
Water holds regular meetings with the EPA's regional offices on drinking water in schools and will 
continue this collaboration. The EPA also will use implementation of the new congressional 
appropriation for lead testing in schools as a means to improve consistency in the EPA' s approach. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide interim or updated 
guidance to help schools choose an action level for lead remediation and more clearly explain that the 
action level currently described in the 3Ts guidance is not a health-based standard. (Recommendation 
2) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The OW's Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water held 
regular meetings with regional offices, the Office of Research and Development, and the Office of 
Children's Health Protection to obtain input on improvements to the EPA's Training, Testing and 
Telling/or Reducing Lead in Drinking Water in Schools (i.e., 3Ts) guidance. The EPA is in the process 
of incorporating the input and updating the EPA's 3Ts guidance to be released by the end of 2018. 
Potential revisions include updates to implementation practices, the sampling protocol, and the 
remediation trigger, including clarifying descriptions of different action levels and standards. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should,following the agency's revisions 
to the LCR, consider whether to develop a health-based level for school districts that incorporates 
available scientific modeling regarding vulnerable population exposures and is consistent with the LCR. 
(Recommendation 3). 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA encourages schools to reduce their lead levels and 
prioritize remediation efforts based on lead sample results. The EPA also recognizes that states and local 
districts can and have set lower trigger levels as part of their efforts to further protect children from lead 
exposure. While the EPA has not yet determined the specific role of a health-based benchmark for lead 
in drinking water in the revised Lead and Copper Rule, the agency sees value in providing states, 
drinking water systems, and the public with a greater understanding of the potential health implications 
for vulnerable populations of specific levels of lead in drinking water. The objective of revising the 3Ts 
guidance is to provide an up-to-date and informative toolkit to assist schools and childcare facilities 
better in their efforts to reduce exposure to lead in drinking water. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide information to states 
and school districts concerning schedules for testing school drinking water for lead, actions to take if 
lead is found in the drinking water, and costs of testing and remediation. (Recommendation 4) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA will continue to reach out to states and schools to 
provide information, technical assistance, and training and will continue to make the 3Ts guidance 
available. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water and the Director of the Office of 
Children's Health Protection should collaborate with Department of Education to encourage testing for 
lead in school drinking water. This effort could include further dissemination of EPA guidance related 
to lead testing and remediation in schools or sending letters to states to encourage testing in all school 
districts that have not yet done so. (Recommendation 6) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. Increased collaboration between the EPA's Office of Water 
and Office of Children's Health Protection, and between the EPA and the U.S. Department of 
Education, could improve school districts' awareness of information available regarding lead in drinking 
water. The EPA will continue to provide training and up-to-date information to assist schools and 
childcare facilities better in their efforts to reduce lead in drinking water, including schedules for testing 
and actions to take if lead is found. 

The EPA's Office of Water and Office of Children's Health Protection are currently collaborating to 
develop additional resources for schools including a website to support the EPA's 3Ts guidance and 
case studies of school districts that have tested for lead. The Water Infrastructure Improvements for the 
Nation Act or "WIIN Act" of2016 authorizes the EPA to award grants to states and tribes to assist local 
and tribal educational agencies in voluntary testing for lead contamination in drinking water at schools 
and child care programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

~~~fW 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT 1 1 2018 
OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, K-12 Education: Lead Testing of School Drinking 
Water Would Benefit.from Improved Federal Guidance (GAO-18-382). The EPA prepared this response 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examines the extent to which (1) school districts are testing for, finding, and 
remediating lead in drinking water; (2) states are supporting these efforts; and (3) federal agencies are 
supporting state and school district efforts. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should promote further efforts to 
communicate the importance oftestingfor lead in school drinking water to address what has been a 
varied approach by regional offices. For example, the Assistant Administrator could direct those offices 
with limited involvement to build on the recent efforts of several regional offices to provide technical 
assistance and guidance, and other forms of support. (Recommendation 1) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The Office of Water's Office of Ground Water and Drinking 
Water holds regular meetings with the EPA's regional offices on drinking water in schools and will 
continue this collaboration. The EPA also will use implementation of the new congressional 
appropriation for lead testing in schools as a means to improve consistency in the EPA's approach. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide interim or updated 
guidance to help schools choose an action level for lead remediation and more clearly explain that the 
action level currently described in the 3Ts guidance is not a health-based standard (Recommendation 
2) 

Internet Address (URL)• http://www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The OW's Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water held 
regular meetings with regional offices, the Office of Research and Development, and the Office of 
Children's Health Protection to obtain input on improvements to the EPA's Training, Testing and 
Telling/or Reducing Lead in Drinking Water in Schools (i.e., 3Ts) guidance. The EPA is in the process 
of incorporating the input and updating the EPA's 3Ts guidance to be released by the end of 2018. 
Potential revisions include updates to implementation practices, the sampling protocol, and the 
remediation trigger, including clarifying descriptions of different action levels and standards. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should, following the agency's revisions 
to the LCR, consider whether to develop a health-based level for school districts that incorporates 
available scientific modeling regarding vulnerable population exposures and is consistent with the LCR. 
(Recommendation 3 ). 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA encourages schools to reduce their lead levels and 
prioritize remediation efforts based on lead sample results. The EPA also recognizes that states and local 
districts can and have set lower trigger levels as part of their efforts to further protect children from lead 
exposure. While the EPA has not yet determined the specific role of a health-based benchmark for lead 
in drinking water in the revised Lead and Copper Rule, the agency sees value in providing states, 
drinking water systems, and the public with a greater understanding of the potential health implications 
for vulnerable populations of specific levels of lead in drinking water. The objective of revising the 3Ts 
guidance is to provide an up-to-date and informative toolkit to assist schools and childcare facilities 
better in their efforts to reduce exposure to lead in drinking water. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide information to states 
and school districts concerning schedules for testing school drinking water for lead, actions to take if 
lead is found in the drinking water, and costs of testing and remediation. (Recommendation 4) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA will continue to reach out to states and schools to 
provide information, technical assistance, and training and will continue to make the 3Ts guidance 
available. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water and the Director of the Office of 
Children's Health Protection should collaborate with Department of Education to encourage testing for 
lead in school drinking water. This effort could include further dissemination of EPA guidance related 
to lead testing and remediation in schools or sending letters to states to encourage testing in all school 
districts that have not yet done so. (Recommendation 6) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. Increased collaboration between the EPA's Office of Water 
and Office of Children's Health Protection, and between the EPA and the U.S. Department of 
Education, could improve school districts' awareness of information available regarding lead in drinking 
water. The EPA will continue to provide training and up-to-date information to assist schools and 
childcare facilities better in their efforts to reduce lead in drinking water, including schedules for testing 
and actions to take if lead is found. 

The EPA's Office of Water and Office of Children's Health Protection are currently collaborating to 
develop additional resources for schools including a website to support the EPA's 3Ts guidance and 
case studies of school districts that have tested for lead. The Water Infrastructure Improvements for the 
Nation Act or "WIIN Act" of2016 authorizes the EPA to award grants to states and tribes to assist local 
and tribal educational agencies in voluntary testing for lead contamination in drinking water at schools 
and child care programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Trey Gowdy 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight 

and Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

ocr 1 t 201e OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, K-12 Education: Lead Testing of School Drinking 
Water Would Benefit.from Improved Federal Guidance (GAO-18-382). The EPA prepared this response 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examines the extent to which (1) school districts are testing for, finding, and 
remediating lead in drinking water; (2) states are supporting these efforts; and (3) federal agencies are 
supporting state and school district efforts. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should promote further efforts to 
communicate the importance of testing for lead in school drinking water to address what has been a 
varied approach by regional offices. For example, the Assistant Administrator could direct those offices 
with limited involvement to build on the recent efforts of several regional offices to provide technical 
assistance and guidance, and other forms of support. (Recommendation 1) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The Office of Water's Office of Ground Water and Drinking 
Water holds regular meetings with the EPA' s regional offices on drinking water in schools and will 
continue this collaboration. The EPA also will use implementation of the new congressional 
appropriation for lead testing in schools as a means to improve consistency in the EPA's approach. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide interim or updated 
guidance to help schools choose an action level for lead remediation and more clearly explain that the 
action level currently described in the 3Ts guidance is not a health-based standard (Recommendation 
2) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The OW's Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water held 
regular meetings with regional offices, the Office of Research and Development, and the Office of 
Children's Health Protection to obtain input on improvements to the EPA's Training, Testing and 
Telling/or Reducing Lead in Drinking Water in Schools (i.e., 3Ts) guidance. The EPA is in the process 
of incorporating the input and updating the EPA's 3Ts guidance to be released by the end of 2018. 
Potential revisions include updates to implementation practices, the sampling protocol, and the 
remediation trigger, including clarifying descriptions of different action levels and standards. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should,following the agency's revisions 
to the LCR, consider whether to develop a health-based level for school districts that incorporates 
available scientific modeling regarding vulnerable population exposures and is consistent with the LCR. 
(Recommendation 3 ). 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA encourages schools to reduce their lead levels and 
prioritize remediation efforts based on lead sample results. The EPA also recognizes that states and local 
districts can and have set lower trigger levels as part of their efforts to further protect children from lead 
exposure. While the EPA has not yet determined the specific role of a health-based benchmark for lead 
in drinking water in the revised Lead and Copper Rule, the agency sees value in providing states, 
drinking water systems, and the public with a greater understanding of the potential health implications 
for vulnerable populations of specific levels of lead in drinking water. The objective of revising the 3Ts 
guidance is to provide an up-to-date and informative toolkit to assist schools and childcare facilities 
better in their efforts to reduce exposure to lead in drinking water. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water should provide information to states 
and school districts concerning schedules for testing school drinking water for lead, actions to take if 
lead is found in the drinking water, and costs of testing and remediation. (Recommendation 4) 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. The EPA will continue to reach out to states and schools to 
provide information, technical assistance, and training and will continue to make the 3Ts guidance 
available. 

GAO Recommendation: 

The Assistant Administrator for Water of EPA 's Office of Water and the Director of the Office of 
Children's Health Protection should collaborate with Department of Education to encourage testing for 
lead in school drinking water. This effort could include further dissemination of EPA guidance related 
to lead testing and remediation in schools or sending letters to states to encourage testing in all school 
districts that have not yet done so. (Recommendation 6) 



EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation. Increased collaboration between the EPA's Office of Water 
and Office of Children's Health Protection, and between the EPA and the U.S. Department of 
Education, could improve school districts' awareness of information available regarding lead in drinking 
water. The EPA will continue to provide training and up-to-date information to assist schools and 
childcare facilities better in their efforts to reduce lead in drinking water, including schedules for testing 
and actions to take if lead is found. 

The EPA's Office of Water and Office of Children's Health Protection are currently collaborating to 
develop additional resources for schools including a website to support the EPA's 3Ts guidance and 
case studies of school districts that have tested for lead. The Water Infrastructure Improvements for the 
Nation Act or "WIIN Act" of2016 authorizes the EPA to award grants to states and tribes to assist local 
and tribal educational agencies in voluntary testing for lead contamination in drinking water at schools 
and child care programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

Ho~~~ 
Chief Financial Officer 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mick Mulvaney 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Mulvaney: 

OCT 1 1 2018 
OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, K-12 Education: Lead Testing of School Drinking 
Water Would Benefit.from Improved Federal Guidance (GAO-18-382). The EPA prepared this response 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S. C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

~\tf\lwi 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Eugene Dodaro 
Comptroller General 
Government Accountability Office 
Washington, D.C. 20548 

Dear Mr. Dodaro: 

OCT 1 t 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, K-12 Education: Lead Testing of School Drinking 
Water Would Benefit.from Improved Federal Guidance (GAO-18-382). The EPA prepared this response 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

W\~M!f 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Richard Shelby 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT 1 1 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Puget Sound Restoration: Additional Activities Could 
Improve Assessment of Progress (GAO-18-453). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
720. 

The EPA generally agrees with the conclusions and two recommendations contained in the GAO's 
report, and, in both cases, the EPA is taking actions that are consistent with the recommendations: 

GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the management coriference on future updates to 
the Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan (CCMP) to help prioritize among the 
indicators that currently lack measurable targets and ensure that such targets are developed for the 
highest priority indicators where possible. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and is working with the Puget Sound Partnership and other 
Management Conference partners to identify this as a priority for the next review of the Action Agenda 
and Comprehensive Plan, as well as to develop a clear plan for advancing this priority. The agency also 
acknowledges challenges associated with certain Vital Signs that are not necessarily conducive to 
quantitative measurements such as valuable social science and human centered Vital Signs but will work 
to identify solutions. Progress has been made to evaluate the current set of indicators and Vital Signs 
through the Puget Sound Partnership led Indicators Evolution Project1• The recommendations that have 
resulted from this structured and scientifically informed process will inform both adjustments to the 
current set of indicators and future target setting. 

1 "Evolving the portfolio of indicators to assess and report on the condition and recovery of the Puget Sound ecosystem: 
moving from theory from practice." (2017) Authors: S. O'Neill, C. Sullivan, S. Redman, K. Styles, H. Harguth, T. Collier 



GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the appropriate members of the Federal Task Force 
(FTF) regional implementation team to clearly link, such as through the tracking tool, the Federal 
Action Plan's priority federal actions to the CCMP 's .framework for assessing progress toward Puget 
Sound Restoration. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and has already met with the Puget Sound Federal Task 
Force Regional Leadership and Implementation Teams who agree to review the five-year Action Plan 
and specify how each of the existing 77 actions (and newly developed actions) connect to the Vital 
Signs, Implementation Strategies, objectives/sub-objectives where appropriate and to the Science 
priorities in the Action Agenda. This crosswalk process will begin in January 2019 when the new four
year Action Agenda from the Puget Sound Partnership is approved. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Trey Gowdy 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight 

and Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT 1 1 2018 
OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Puget Sound Restoration: Additional Activities Could 
Improve Assessment qf Progress (GAO-18-453). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
720. 

The EPA generally agrees with the conclusions and two recommendations contained in the GAO's 
report, and, in both cases, the EPA is taking actions that are consistent with the recommendations: 

GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the management conference on future updates to 
the Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan (CCMP) to help prioritize among the 
indicators that currently lack measurable targets and ensure that such targets are developed for the 
highest priority indicators where possible. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and is working with the Puget Sound Partnership and other 
Management Conference partners to identify this as a priority for the next review of the Action Agenda 
and Comprehensive Plan, as well as to develop a clear plan for advancing this priority. The agency also 
acknowledges challenges associated with certain Vital Signs that are not necessarily conducive to 
quantitative measurements such as valuable social science and human centered Vital Signs but will work 
to identify solutions. Progress has been made to evaluate the current set of indicators and Vital Signs 
through the Puget Sound Partnership led Indicators Evolution Project1

• The recommendations that have 
resulted from this structured and scientifically informed process will inform both adjustments to the 
current set of indicators and future target setting. 

1 "Evolving the portfolio of indicators to assess and report on the condition and recovery of the Puget Sound ecosystem: 
moving from theory from practice." (2017) Authors: S. O'Neill, C. Sullivan, S. Redman, K. Styles, H. Harguth, T. Collier 



GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the appropriate members of the Federal Task Force 
(FTF) regional implementation team to clearly link, such as through the tracking tool, the Federal 
Action Plan's priority federal actions to the CCMP 's framework for assessing progress toward Puget 
Sound Restoration. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and has already met with the Puget Sound Federal Task 
Force Regional Leadership and Implementation Teams who agree to review the five-year Action Plan 
and specify how each of the existing 77 actions (and newly developed actions) connect to the Vital 
Signs, Implementation Strategies, objectives/sub-objectives where appropriate and to the Science 
priorities in the Action Agenda. This crosswalk process will begin in January 2019 when the new four
year Action Agenda from the Puget Sound Partnership is approved. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Ron Johnson 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security 

and Governmental Affairs 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCf 1 1 2018 
OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Puget Sound Restoration: Additional Activities Could 
Improve Assessment of Progress (GAO-18-453). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
720. 

The EPA generally agrees with the conclusions and two recommendations contained in the GAO's 
report, and, in both cases, the EPA is taking actions that are consistent with the recommendations: 

GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the management conference on future updates to 
the Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan (CCMP) to help prioritize among the 
indicators that currently lack measurable targets and ensure that such targets are developedfor the 
highest priority indicators where possible. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and is working with the Puget Sound Partnership and other 
Management Conference partners to identify this as a priority for the next review of the Action Agenda 
and Comprehensive Plan, as well as to develop a clear plan for advancing this priority. The agency also 
acknowledges challenges associated with certain Vital Signs that are not necessarily conducive to 
quantitative measurements such as valuable social science and human centered Vital Signs but will work 
to identify solutions. Progress has been made to evaluate the current set of indicators and Vital Signs 
through the Puget Sound Partnership led Indicators Evolution Project1• The recommendations that have 
resulted from this structured and scientifically informed process will inform both adjustments to the 
current set of indicators and future target setting. 

1 "Evolving the portfolio of indicators to assess and report on the condition and recovery of the Puget Sound ecosystem: 
moving from theory from practice." (2017) Authors: S. O'Neill, C. Sullivan, S. Redman, K. Styles, H. Harguth, T. Collier 



GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the appropriate members of the Federal Task Force 
(FTF) regional implementation team to clearly link, such as through the tracking tool, the Federal 
Action Plan's priority federal actions to the CCMP 's framework for assessing progress toward Puget 
Sound Restoration. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and has already met with the Puget Sound Federal Task 
Force Regional Leadership and Implementation Teams who agree to review the five-year Action Plan 
and specify how each of the existing 77 actions (and newly developed actions) connect to the Vital 
Signs, Implementation Strategies, objectives/sub-objectives where appropriate and to the Science 
priorities in the Action Agenda. This crosswalk process will begin in January 2019 when the new four
year Action Agenda from the Puget Sound Partnership is approved. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

two~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

OCT 1 t 2018 
OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Puget Sound Restoration: Additional Activities Could 
Improve Assessment of Progress (GAO-18-453). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
720. 

The EPA generally agrees with the conclusions and two recommendations contained in the GAO's 
report, and, in both cases, the EPA is taking actions that are consistent with the recommendations: 

GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the management conference on future updates to 
the Comprehensive Conservation and Management Plan (CCMP) to help prioritize among the 
indicators that currently lack measurable targets and ensure that such targets are developed/or the 
highest priority indicators where possible. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and is working with the Puget Sound Partnership and other 
Management Conference partners to identify this as a priority for the next review of the Action Agenda 
and Comprehensive Plan, as well as to develop a clear plan for advancing this priority. The agency also 
acknowledges challenges associated with certain Vital Signs that are not necessarily conducive to 
quantitative measurements such as valuable social science and human centered Vital Signs but will work 
to identify solutions. Progress has been made to evaluate the current set of indicators and Vital Signs 
through the Puget Sound Partnership led Indicators Evolution Project1

• The recommendations that have 
resulted from this structured and scientifically informed process will inform both adjustments to the 
current set of indicators and future target setting. 

1 "Evolving the portfolio of indicators to assess and report on the condition and recovery of the Puget Sound ecosystem: 
moving from theory from practice." (2017) Authors: S. O'Neill, C. Sullivan, S. Redman, K. Styles, H. Harguth, T. Collier 



GAO Recommendation: 

The EPA Region 10 Administrator should work with the appropriate members of the Federal Task Force 
(FTF) regional implementation team to clearly link, such as through the tracking tool, the Federal 
Action Plan's priority federal actions to the CCMP 's framework for assessing progress toward Puget 
Sound Restoration. 

EPA Response: 

The EPA agrees with this recommendation and has already met with the Puget Sound Federal Task 
Force Regional Leadership and Implementation Teams who agree to review the five-year Action Plan 
and specify how each of the existing 77 actions (and newly developed actions) connect to the Vital 
Signs, Implementation Strategies, objectives/sub-objectives where appropriate and to the Science 
priorities in the Action Agenda. This crosswalk process will begin in January 2019 when the new four
year Action Agenda from the Puget Sound Partnership is approved. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

1½1Af~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mick Mulvaney 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Mulvaney: 

OCT 1 1 2018 
OFFICE OF THE 

CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Puget Sound Restoration: Additional Activities Could 
Improve Assessment of Progress (GAO-18-453). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U .S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Sincerely, 

H~~ 
Chief Financial Officer 

Enclosures 

Internet Address (URL)• http://www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer) 





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Eugene Dodaro 
Comptroller General 
Government Accountability Office 
Washington, D.C. 20548 

Dear Mr. Dodaro: 

OCT 1 t 2018 

OFFICE OF THE 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Puget Sound Restoration: Additional Activities Could 
Improve Assessment of Progress (GAO-18-453). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at (202)564-0260. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 







UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Patty Murray 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Murray: 

OCT 1 8 2018 
OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 17, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Seattle for a loan under the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LO Is) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http //www epa gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Pramila Jayapal 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Jayapal: 

OCT 1 8 2018 
OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 17, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Seattle for a loan under the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LO Is) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL)· http.1/wwwepa gov 
Recycled/Recyclable• Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Maria Cantwell 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Cantwell: 

OCT 1 8 2818 
OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 17, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Seattle for a loan under the Water Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LO Is) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL)• http llwww.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 
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Kathy Mims OCIR Assign Sven-erik Kaiser as lead Aug 7, 2018

Sven-erik Kaiser OCIR-CA-WPTT Assign OCSPP-OPPT as lead office Aug 14, 2018
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mike Thompson 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Thompson: 

OCT 1 9 Wffl 
OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 11, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter of Interest submitted by the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority for a loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LO Is) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http //wwwepa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable 011 Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable John Garamendi 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Garamendi: 

OCT 1 9 201ft 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 11, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter oflnterest submitted by the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority for a loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOis) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http 1/wwwepa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable 011 Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mark DeSaulnier 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman DeSaulnier: 

OCT 1 9 20ffl 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 11, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter oflnterest submitted by the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority for a loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LO Is) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http //wwwepa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable 011 Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Doris Matsui 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Matsui: 

OCT 1 9 2&18 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 11, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter oflnterest submitted by the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority for a loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOis) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL)• http.i/www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Jared Huffman 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Huffman: 

OCT 1 9 2018 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 11, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter of Interest submitted by the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority for a loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOis) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL)• http/lwwwepa gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Jerry McNemey 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman McNemey: 

OCT 1 9 20l8 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 11, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter oflnterest submitted by the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority for a loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LO Is) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http.1/wwwepa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable 011 Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Ami Bera 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Bera: 

OCT 1 9 2018 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 11, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter of Interest submitted by the Delta Conveyance Finance Authority for a loan under the Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LO Is) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL)• http.//wwwepa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable• Printed with Vegetable 011 Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 10

1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 155
Seattle, WA 98101-31 40

OCT: 11 2018
OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL

ADMINISTRATOR

The Office of the Honorable Lisa Murkowski
Attn: Mr. Greg Kaplan
510 L Street, Suite 600
Anchorage, Alaska 99501-1956

Dear Mr. Kaplan:

Thank you for fonvarding the August 30, 2018, correspondence from your constituent
and his company . I have reviewed the letter from and found
that it concerns a pending enforcement action. While it is our longstanding policy not to provide
information about ongoing enforcement cases, I can assure you that the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency is working with and his attorney in seeking a consensual resolution of this matter.

If you have any further questions or concerns about this, please contact me, or your staff can contact
Kevin Schanilec of my staff at (206) 553-1061 or email at schanilec.kevin@epa.gov.

I
>1

Regional Administrator
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(b) (6)
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

_____

• REGION IX
‘L o-’ 75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

OCT 092018
OFFICE OF THE

REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR

The Honorable Col. Paul Cook (Ret.)
U.S. House of Representatives
1222 Longworth HOB
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Cook:

Thank you for your September 17, 201$ letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) regarding the Clean Air Act applicability determination we issued to on
April 7, 2017. On October 3, 201$, my staff had a call with in
your Washington, DC office to convey the current status of our review and to respond to
questions.

Based on the information we had in April 2017, we determined that the Hospital, Medical, and
Infectious Waste Incinerators (HMIWI) Rule applies to the located in
Hesperia, California. Since that time, the company provided additional information, and we are
now reconsidering our determination.

On June 19, 2018, representatives from met with EPA officially to request that
we reconsider our applicability determination. As a follow-up to the June meeting, we asked

to clarify several technical issues. We received their response on August 22,
201$ and are reviewing the information. We expect to make a final determination no later than
the end of October 201$.

We trust this information will be helpful in responding to your constituent’s concerns. If you
have any questions on this matter, please call me at (213) 215-3104 or via e-mail at
stoker.michael@epa.gov, or refer your staff to our Congressional Liaison, Brent Maier, at (415)
947-4256 or via e-mail at maier.brent@epa.gov.

Sincerely,

Michael Stoker
Regional Administrator

Printed on 700% Postconsumer Recycled Paper - Process Chlorine Free
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Claudia Tenney 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Tenney: 

OCT 1 9 2618 

OFFICE OF WATER 

Thank you for your October 9, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Cortland for a loan under the Water Infrastructure Finance 
and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOis) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOI's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthew@epa.gov or (202) 566-0780. 

Sincerely, 

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) • http //www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable 011 Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CREMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Rick Crawford 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Crawford: 

Thank you for the letter of August 3, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
regarding our visit to Arkansas' First Congressional District to assess dicamba-related 
complaints at agriculture research facilities and on individual farms. 

I appreciate the leadership role of the Arkansas Plant Board as well as their invitation to visit 
Arkansas' First District, Western Tennessee, and the Missouri Bootheel. During the visit, EPA 
participants traveled with representatives from the Plant Board and the University of Arkansas. 
My colleagues met with Secretary Wes Ward, soybean and cotton growers, researchers, and state 
agricultural leadership to discuss issues related to the use of dicamba to control weeds. 

Your letter requested an update about the tour and its findings. EPA met with growers in all three 
states in your area (Arkansas, Tennessee, and Missouri) to better understand the potential factors 
that may be contributing to the off-target dicamba drift your constituents have been experiencing 
and to learn about the crop production approaches growers in your district are relying on. During 
the visit, it was evident that weed management is an intensifying and challenging effort for 
growers, when compared to the introduction of Round Up Ready technologies. Also, EPA staff 
were briefed by crop production experts from the University of Arkansas. It is clear that the 
university leads are developing critical data and information to help support the state's farmers. 

Your letter mentions that dicamba use has deeply divided Arkansas' agriculture industry. EPA is 
closely evaluating the reports of off-field and non-target crop damage related to the use of 
dicamba, including reports of which your district has been a focal point. In addition to your 
district, the agency is conducting site visits to different regions throughout the United States. Past 
reports claim damage is mostly to non-dicamba-resistant soybeans, but also include peaches, 
melons, tomatoes, cantaloupe, grapes, pumpkins, alfalfa, non-dicamba-resistant cotton, peanuts, 
peas, organic crops, residential! ornamental gardens, and other non-target crops. We are actively 
collecting this information from states and EPA regional personnl to fully understand the 

Internet Address (URL) http //www epa gov
Recycled/Recyclable . Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper





circumstances and scope of the concerns. Arkansas growers asked for EPA's support of on-farm 
choices and tools to combat weed resistance issues. 

Your letter requested that EPA consider the plant injury complaints in the context of the 
Agency's current deliberations connected to the future use of the over-the-top use pattern for 
dicamba on cotton and soybeans. I assure you that we will consider all available information in 
the decision-making process about dicamba's registration. My office is working closely with the 
Arkansas Plant Board and leads in other states to collect data on all dicamba-related complaints 
in your region. After communicating with state governments, pesticide registrants, growers, and 
university scientists, we will evaluate all the available information and data to determine whether 
the, new dicamba restrictions are minimizing damage to neighboring crops and other sensitive 
plants. Our goal is to make a decision about the availability of this tool going forward so that 
growers have sufficient time to plan for the 2019 growing season. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Sven-Erik Kaiser in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at kaiser.sven-erikepa.gov or at (202) 566-2753. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





The Honorable Richard Shelby 
Chairman 
Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

The Honorable Patrick Leahy 
Vice Chairman 
Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Chairman Shelby and Vice Chairman Leahy: 

On March 23, 2018, the President signed into law the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 
2018 (H.R. 1625), which included congressional direction and emphasis on the importance of the 
United States' forest sector to the energy needs of our country. 1 The U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) and U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE) will work collaboratively to meet the directives laid out by H.R. 1625. Consistent 
with this approach, Congress specifically directed EPA, USDA, and DOE, consistent with their 
missions, to jointly: 

1. ensure that Federal policy relating to forest bioenergy 
a. is consistent across all Federal departments and agencies; and 
b. recognizes the full benefits of the use of forest biomass for 

energy, conservation, and responsible forest management; and 
2. establish clear and simple policies for the use of forest biomass as an 

energy solution, including policies that 
a. reflect the carbon-neutrality of forest bioenergy and recognize 

biomass as a renewable energy source, provided the use of 
forest biomass for energy production does not cause 
conversion of forests to non-forest use; 

'https://www.congress.gov/l l5Ibffls/hr1625IBILLS- 11 5hrl625enr.pdf





b. encourage private investment throughout the forest biomass 
supply chain, including in 

i. working forests; 
ii. harvesting operations; 
iii. forest improvement operations; 
iv. forest bioenergy production; 
v. wood products manufacturing; and 

vi. paper manufacturing; 
c. encourage forest management to improve forest health; and 
d. recognize State initiatives to produce and use forest biomass 

EPA, USDA, and DOE believe the goals of H.R. 1625 are consistent with and complementary to 
the President's 2017 Executive Order on Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 
Growth,2 which emphasizes utilizing domestic sources of energy that are affordable, reliable, 
safe, secure, and clean. Consistent with the direction provided in the appropriations language, a 
longer-term time horizon should be considered when evaluating carbon emissions from forest 
biomass energy. A large body of peer reviewed research papers, government funded reports, and 
other analyses demonstrate that different types of biomass can satisfy these principles. For 
example, the 2016 Billion-Ton Report (BT1 6) released by DOE concludes that between 2030 
and 2040, the U.S. forestry, agriculture and waste sectors could sustainably produce a billion 
tons of biomass annually for energy uses. 3 By 2040, a billion-ton economy could create over 1.1 
million new jobs, increase annual U.S. GDP by $260 billion, and reduce annual greenhouse gas 
emissions by 450 million tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) equivalent. 

In addition, other studies have found that demand for wood products, including specifically 
wood for energy, can serve to maintain or increase investment in forested land under current 
market and environmental conditions.4 For example, research considering the impact of wood 
energy markets in the southeastern U.S. shows an increase in forest area, increased harvest, little 
change in forest inventory, and annual gains in forest carbon.5 

The interagency approach to biomass energy provided by forests and other lands and sectors will 
be guided by an appreciation that forests and other lands and sectors are managed to provide 
multiple environmental, social, and economic benefits to our communities, while simultaneously 
contributing to U.S. energy independence and job creation. Maintaining healthy forests can bring 
jobs and stimulate investments in rural communities through the forests products sector, pulp and 
paper production, biomass power plants, combined heat and power facilities, and through small 
businesses providing fuelwood. Biomass removed during thinning and fuel treatment operations 
can be used to generate renewable energy, while simultaneously reducing the risk to forests from 

economic-growth! 
https://www.energy.gov/eere/bioenergy/20  16-billion-ton-report 

4 Tian, Xiaohui, Brent Sohngen, Justin Baker, Sara Ohrel, and Allen A. Fawcett. 2018. Will U.S. Forests Continue 
to Be a Carbon Sink? Land Economics February 2018. 94(1): 97-113. ISSN 0023-7639. 
5 Abt, Karen L.; Abt, Robert C.; Galik, Christopher S.; and Skog, Kenneth E. 2014. Effect of policies on pellet 
production and forests in the U.S. South: a technical document supporting the Forest Service update of the 2010 
RPA Assessment. Gen. Tech. Rep. SRS-202, Asheville, NC: U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
Southern Research Station. 33 p.





insects, disease, and fires. This aspect of forest management is especially important for our 
western forests that continue to be faced with historic wildfire activity and forests across the 
country battling insect and disease epidemics. Forests and other lands also support outdoor 
recreation and tourism, bringing much needed income to rural communities. This type of 
economic stimulus allows rural communities to invest more in sustaining the ecosystems that 
support these communities and local industries. 

There are a variety of EPA programs that address aspects of the production, processing, and 
consumption of biomass. Of most consequence to the use of biomass as a key energy source are 
recommendations on federal procurement of wood-containing products under EPA's 
Environmentally Preferable Purchasing Program and considerations for biomass use in 
conjunction with pennitting of stationary sources under the Clean Air Act. 

On April 23, 2018, EPA issued a policy statement making clear that in future regulatory actions 
biogenic CO2 emissions from the use of biomass from managed forests will be treated as carbon 
neutral when used for energy production at stationary sources, provided the use of forest biomass 
does not cause conversion of forests to non-forest use. 6 In alignment with this policy statement, 
EPA is continuing to develop options that ensure the Agency's programs recognize the full 
benefits of biomass for energy and encourages the continued or potential growth of biomass use 
as a key part of our nation's energy supply. EPA will continue to address the use of biomass 
across these and other relevant Agency programs in a manner consistent with its mission, the 
directives within H.R. 1625, and other applicable legal authorities. 

The USDA Forest Service works with partners at the federal, state and local level, as well as 
forest landowners and conservation organizations, within a shared stewardship framework to 
increase the pace and scale of sustainable and responsible forest management. The Forest 
Service practices sustainable forest management on all federal lands within its jurisdiction. This 
activity is governed by numerous federal laws and regulations and is subject to a robust public 
participation process. USDA provides incentives via voluntary program delivery including 
technical outreach and assistance, fmancial assistance, and forestland protection. USDA also 
conducts and shares the results of forest research to provide the latest data, scientific information, 
and technological applications underpinning sound forest management and efficient wood 
products utilization. 

For measures of forest conditions and services, USDA supports a comprehensive annual forest 
inventory program implemented by the U.S. Forest Service in partnership with States. The 
Forest Inventory and Analysis (FIA) program and associated programs provide insights into 
several topics relevant to the sector's sustainability including carbon sequestration, forest product 
sector and employment trends, biomass availability, land cover, land use change, pollutant 
effects, and fire risk. 

USDA's Rural Development administers programs that use renewable biomass to produce 
electricity, steam, heating and cooling, and ready to use fuel for domestic use and export 
markets. Title IX of the Agricultural Act of 2014 authorized the use of biomass to make fuels, 
biobased products, and chemicals. Through these Title IX Energy Programs, USDA facilitated 
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the use of combined heat and power and biomass boilers and are being used to make new fuels 
and plastics from renewable biomass harnessed sustainably from forests. The programs use loan 
guarantees, grants, and payments to enable business development and job creation in rural 
communities. Collaboration with EPA and DOE is an intrinsic element in implementing projects 
and program delivery. 

DOE is authorized to conduct a program of research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application for bioenergy. DOE's authority includes research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application for biofuels and bioproducts, as well as cross-cutting 
research and development in feedstocks. DOE's research and development activities are working 
toward driving down the costs of biofuels and bioproducts. 

Concurrently, EPA, USDA, and DOE will work consistent with their missions to establish clear 
and simple policies to reflect the carbon neutrality of forest bioenergy. EPA, USDA, and DOE 
will encourage the use of biomass as an energy solution, striving for consistency across federal 
policies and programs. Working together, the agencies can tap their respective expertise in 
harnessing the energy potential of this country, and their experience in protecting the 
environment and working with foresters, farmers and other land owners. Additionally, the 
agencies are committed to our ongoing work with all stakeholders, including industrial partners, 
states, tribes, local governments, and non-governmental organizations. EPA, USDA, and DOE 
believe that this interagency cooperation and continued stakeholder engagement will allow for 
the best available science and policy to be shared across the federal government. This process in 
turn will ensure that biomass plays a key role in addressing the energy needs of the United States 
consistent with our respective statutory mandates and in an environmentally and economically 
beneficial way. 

If you have questions, please contact Troy Lyons, Associate Administrator for Congressional and 
Intergovernmental Relations, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency at (202) 564-5200, Robert 
MacGregor, Policy and Congressional Advisor, U.S. Department of Agriculture at (202) 260-
8472, or Wayne D. Smith, Director of the Office of the Executive Secreteriat, U.S. Department 
of Energy at (202) 586-6207. 

Andrew R. Wheeler	 Sonny Perdue	 Rick Perry 
Acting Administrator	 Secretary	 Secretary 
U.S. Environmental	 U.S. Department	 U.S. Department 
Protection Agency	 of Agriculture	 of Energy 

cc: The Honorable Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
U.S. House of Representatives 
The Honorable Nita M. Lowey 
U.S. House of Representatives





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Brett Guthrie 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Guthrie: 

Thank you for your letter of May 18, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, concerning 
the EPA's 1986 enforcement policy regarding the sale and installation of aftermarket catalytic 
converters for gasoline motor vehicles, Sale and Use ofAftermarket Catalytic Converters, 51 Fed. Reg. 
28,114 and 28,132 (Aug. 5, 1986). 

The EPA has been carefully reviewing the appropriate way to modernize this policy. We want to ensure 
that emissions from older cars are properly controlled, that consumer interests are adequately protected, 
and that there is a level playing field in the aftermarket parts industry. Besides catalysts for older, light-
duty gasoline vehicles, we have been simultaneously considering the appropriate enforcement policy for 
other conduct subject to the Clean Air Act's prohibition on tampering and aftermarket defeat devices. 
This includes replaôement of after-treatment systems for other types of vehicles and engines (e.g., diesel 
particulate filters), as well as vehicle service and modifications in general. 

I am pleased to note that the EPA has begun outreach to stakeholders to provide them with a preview of 
a comprehensive update to Clean Air Act enforcement policy concerning vehicle and engine tampering 
and aftermarket parts. This update will, once finalized, be called the "EPA Tampering Policy," and will 
supersede and replace not only the above-referenced 1986 catalyst policy, but other related enforcement 
policy including Mobile Source Enforcement Memorandum 1A (June 25, 1974). The EPA Tampering 
Policy will consolidate and restate the principles of the existing enforcement policies, but state these 
principles in terms of today's technology and for all vehicles, engines, and equipment subject to the 
Act's piohibitions. With this policy, the EPA will reaffirm its longstanding practice of using 
enforcement discretion for conduct that could potentially constitute a violation of the Clean Air Act if 
the person performing that conduct has a documented, reasonable basis demonstrating that the conduct 
does not adversely affect emissions. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will state that the EPA generally will not bring an enforcement action where 
a manufacturer of catalysts for light-duty gasoline engines is able to show that their catalyst controls 
emissions as well as the vehicle's original catalyst, or is covered by an Executive Order from the 
California Air Resources Board. We think the EPA Tampering Policy will improve the quality of 
catalysts sold nationwide. We also expect that the EPA Tampering Policy will alleviate some of the 
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concerns with inconsistent state catalyst standards that you explain in your letter. Importantly, this will 
be an enforcement policy—not a regulation—so it would not be appropriate for us to include regulatory-
style provisions like numeric performance criteria or a mandate that catalysts be certified by California. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will complement the agency's enforcement efforts, which are ongoing and 
focused on companies which are defeating the emissions controls designed to protect air quality. In the 
past year, these efforts have yielded numerous enforcement results against those who manufacture, 
distribute, and install aftermarket defeat devices, as well as those who remove emissions controls and 
tamper with vehicle onboard diagnostic systems. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Carolyn Levine in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Levine.CaroIynepa.gov or at (202) 564-1859.



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable William R. Keating 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Keating: 

Thank you for your letter of May 18, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, concerning 
the EPA's 1986 enforcement policy regarding the sale and installation of aftermarket catalytic 
converters for gasoline motor vehicles, Sale and Use ofAftermarket Catalytic Converters, 51 Fed. Reg. 
28,114 and 28,132 (Aug. 5, 1986). 

The EPA has been carefully reviewing the appropriate way to modernize this policy. We want to ensure 
that emissions from older cars are properly controlled, that consumer interests are adequately protected, 
and that there is a level playing field in the aftermarket parts industry. Besides catalysts for older, light-
duty gasoline vehicles, we have been simultaneously considering the appropriate enforcement policy for 
other conduct subject to the Clean Air Act's prohibition on tampering and aftermarket defeat devices. 
This includes replacement of after-treatment systems for other types of vehicles and engines (e.g., diesel 
particulate filters), as well as vehicle service and modifications in general. 

I am pleased to note that the EPA has begun outreach to stakeholders to provide them with a preview of 
a comprehensive update to Clean Air Act enforcement policy concerning vehicle and engine tampering 
and aftermarket parts. This update will, once finalized, be called the "EPA Tampering Policy," and will 
supersede and replace not only the above-referenced 1986 catalyst policy, but other related enforcement 
policy including Mobile Source Enforcement Memorandum 1A (June 25, 1974). The EPA Tampering 
Policy will consolidate and restate the principles of the existing enforcement policies, but state these 
principles in terms of today's technology and for all vehicles, engines, and equipment subject to the 
Act's prohibitions. With this policy, the EPA will reaffirm its longstanding practice of using 
enforcement discretion for conduct that could potentially constitute a violation of the Clean Air Act if 
the person performing that conduct has a documented, reasonable basis demonstrating that the conduct 
does not adversely affect emissions. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will state that the EPA generally will not bring an enforcement action where 
a manufacturer of catalysts for light-duty gasoline engines is able to show that their catalyst controls 
emissions as well as the vehicle's original catalyst, or is covered by an Executive Order from the 
California Air Resources Board. We think the EPA Tampering Policy will improve the quality of 
catalysts sold nationwide. We also expect that the EPA Tampering Policy will alleviate some of the 
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concerns with inconsistent state catalyst standards that you explain in your letter. Importantly, this will 
be an enforcement policy—not a regulation—so it would not be appropriate for us to include regulatory-
style provisions like numeric performance criteria or a mandate that catalysts be certified by California. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will complement the agency's enforcement efforts, which are ongoing and 
focused on companies which are defeating the emissions controls designed to protect air quality. In the 
past year, these efforts have yielded numerous enforcement results against those who manufacture, 
distribute, and install aftermarket defeat devices, as well as those who remove emissions controls and 
tamper with vehicle onboard diagnostic systems. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Carolyn Levine in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Levine.Carolynepa.gov or at (202) 564-1859.



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable David P. McKinley 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman McKinley: 

Thank you for your letter of May 18, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, concerning 
the EPA's 1986 enforcement policy regarding the sale and installation of aftermarket catalytic 
converters for gasoline motor vehicles, Sale and Use ofAfiermarket Catalytic Converters, 51 Fed. Reg. 
28,114 and 28,132 (Aug. 5,1986). 

The EPA has been carefully reviewing the appropriate way to modernize this policy. We want to ensure 
that emissions from older cars are properly controlled, that consumer interests are adequately protected, 
and that there is a level playing field in the aftermarket parts industry. Besides catalysts for older, light-
duty gasoline vehicles, we have been simultaneously considering the appropriate enforcement policy for 
other conduct subject to the Clean Air Act's prohibition on tampering and aftermarket defeat devices. 
This includes replacement of after-treatment systems for other types of vehicles and engines (e.g., diesel 
particulate filters), as well as vehicle service and modifications in general. 

I am pleased to note that the EPA has begun outreach to stakeholders to provide them with a preview of 
a comprehensive update to Clean Air Act enforcement policy concerning vehicle and engine tampering 
and aftermarket parts. This update will, once finalized, be called the "EPA Tampering Policy," and will 
supersede and replace not only the above-referenced 1986 catalyst policy, but other related enforcement 
policy including Mobile Source Enforcement Memorandum 1A (June 25, 1974). The EPA Tampering 
Policy will consolidate and restate the principles of the existing enforcement policies, but state these 
principles in terms of today's technology and for all vehicles, engines, and equipment subject to the 
Act's prohibitions. With this policy, the EPA will reaffirm its longstanding practice of using 
enforcement discretion for conduct that could potentially constitute a violation of the Clean Air Act if 
the person performing that conduct has a documented, reasonable basis demonstrating that the conduct 
does not adversely affect emissions. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will state that the EPA generally will not bring an enforcement action where 
a manufacturer of catalysts for light-duty gasoline engines is able to show that their catalyst controls 
emissions as well as the vehicle's original catalyst, or is covered by an Executive Order from the 
California Air Resources Board. We think the EPA Tampering Policy will improve the quality of 
catalysts sold nationwide. We also expect that the EPA Tampering Policy will alleviate some of the 
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concerns with inconsistent state catalyst standards that you explain in your letter. Importantly, this will 
be an enforcement policy—not a regulation—so it would not be appropriate for us to include regulatory-
style provisions like numeric performance criteria or a mandate that catalysts be certified by California. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will complement the agency's enforcement efforts, which are ongoing and 
focused on companies which are defeating the emissions controls designed to protect air quality. In the 
past year, these efforts have yielded numerous enforcement results against those who manufacture, 
distribute, and install aftermarket defeat devices, as well as those who remove emissions controls and 
tamper with vehicle onboard diagnostic systems. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Carolyn Levine in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Levine.Carolynepa.gov or at (202) 564-1859.

Parker Bodine
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Richard Hudson 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Hudson: 

Thank you for your letter of May 18, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, concerning 
the EPA's 1986 enforcement policy regarding the sale and installation of aftermarket catalytic 
converters for gasoline motor vehicles, Saleand Use ofAftermarket Catalytic Converters, 51 Fed. Reg. 
28,114 and 28,132 (Aug. 5, 1986). 

The EPA has been carefully reviewing the appropriate way to modernize this policy. We want to ensure 
that emissions from older cars are properly controlled, that consumer interests are adequately protected, 
and that there is a level playing field in the aftermarket parts industry. Besides catalysts for older, light-
duty gasoline vehicles, we have been simultaneously considering the appropriate enforcement policy for 
other conduct subject to the Clean Air Act's prohibition on tampering and aftermarket defeat devices. 
This includes replacement of after-treatment systems for other types of vehicles and engines (e.g., diesel 
particulate filters), as well as vehicle service and modifications in general. 

I am pleased to note that the EPA has begun outreach to stakeholders to provide them with a preview of 
a comprehensive update to Clean Air Act enforcement policy concerning vehicle and engine tampering 
and aftermarket parts. This update will, once finalized, be called the "EPA Tampering Policy," and will 
supersede and replace not only the above-referenced 1986 catalyst policy, but other related enforcement 
policy including Mobile Source Enforcement Memorandum 1A (June 25, 1974). The EPA Tampering 
Policy will consolidate and restate the principles of the existing enforcement policies, but state these 
principles in tenns of today's technology and for all vehicles, engines, and equipment subject to the 
Act's prohibitions. With this policy, the EPA will reaffirm its longstanding practice of using 
enforcement discretion for conduct that could potentially constitute a violation of the Clean Air Act if 
the person performing that conduct has a documented, reasonable basis demonstrating that the conduct 
does not adversely affect emissions. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will state that the EPA generally will not bring an enforcement action where 
a manufacturer of catalysts for light-duty gasoline engines is able to show that their catalyst controls 
emissions as well as the vehicle's original catalyst, or is covered by an Executive Order from the 
California Air Resources Board. We think the EPA Tampering Policy will improve the quality of 
catalysts sold nationwide. We also expect that the EPA Tampering Policy will alleviate some of the 
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concerns with inconsistent state catalyst standards that you explain in your 1tter. Importantly, this will 
be an enforcement policy—not a regulation—so it would not be appropriate for us to include regulatory-
style provisions like numeric performance criteria or a mandate that catalysts be certified by California. 

The EPA Tampering Policy will complement the agency's enforcement efforts, which are ongoing and 
focused on companies which are defeating the emissions controls designed to protect air quality. In the 
past year, these efforts have yielded numerous enforcement results against those who manufacture, 
distribute, and install aftermarket defeat devices, as well as those who remove emissions controls and 
tamper with vehicle onboard diagnostic systems. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Carolyn Levine in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Levine.Carolynepa.gov or at (202) 564-1859.

usan Parker Bodine



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Lamar Alexander 
U.S. Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Alexander: 

Thank you for your letter of June 27, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
regarding the two EPA-registered products produced by your constituent's company, A.P. 
Goldshield LLC. 

Goldshield's currently EPA-registered products, 85556-1 and 85556-2, include claims to control 
non-public health organisms based on the registrations granted by the EPA. Goldshield's CEO, 
Mr. Higgins' letter indicated that he is interested in pursuing additional claims for effectiveness 
against healthcare-associated infections (HAT). Additional information on HATs can be found at 
the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention website: www.cdc.govlhai/infectiontypes.html. 

EPA has not approved any HAT-related claims on any currently registered antimicrobial pesticide 
labels, although claims to kill public health organisms that can be found on hospital surfaces, 
such as Clostridium d?fJicile, Kiebsiella and Pseudomonas aeruginosa, can be added to pesticide 
labels based on supporting efficacy data. Should Goldshield provide efficacy data that supports 
the use of its products as effective against public health organisms, claims to kill those organisms 
on surfaces may be approved for EPA registered products. Details on the agency's efficacy 
requirements for antimicrobial products are available at www.epa.gov/pesticide-
registrationlefficacy-requirements-antimicrobial-pesticides . If any of these protocols do not 
address the claims that Goldshield would like to support, the company may submit a 
modification of an existing protocol or a new protocol for review. 

EPA is already in contact with Goldshield about this matter, and the agency would be happy to 
meet with company representatives to discuss these issues in greater detail. Your constituent is 
welcome to contact EPA directly. The agency's point of contact is Eric Miederhoff at 
miederhoff.ericepa.gov or (703) 308-8062. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Sven-Erik Kaiser in the	 s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at kaiser.sven-erikepa.gov or at (202) 566-2753. 
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Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 

Enclosure: Correspondence to Mr. Higgins
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON D.C. 20460 

Mr. Thomas Higgins 
AP Goldshield LLC 
734 Chicken Valley Rd. 
Locust Valley, New York 11560 

Dear Mr. Higgins:

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

Thank you for your correspondence dated May 4, 2018 which was forwarded to EPA by Senator 
Alexander on June 27, 2018, regarding two EPA-registered products produced by your company, 
A.P. Goldshield LLC. 

Your currently registered products, 85556-1 and 85556-2, include claims to control non-public 
health organisms, also characterized as microbiostatic agents, based on the registrations granted 
by EPA. We understand that you are interested in pursuing claims for effectiveness against 
healthcare-associated infections (HATs). Additional information on HAIs can be found at the 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention website: ww\v.cdc.gov/hai/infectionivpes.html.  

EPA has not approved any HAT-related claims for any currently registered antimicrobial 
pesticide labels, although claims to kill public health organisms that can be found on hospital 
surfaces, such as Clostridium dfJIcile, Kiebsiella pneumoniae and Pseudomonas aeruginosa, can 
be added to pesticide labels based on supporting efficacy data. Should you provide efficacy data 
that supports the use of your products against public health organisms, claims to kill these 
organisms on surfaces may be approved. Efficacy studies should be conducted according to the 
Agency efficacy testing guidelines and under GLP (Good Laboratory Practice) per 40 CFR part 
160. 

It appears you would like to add a residual claim to kill organisms in the range of 99.9-99.99% 
reduction and have noted that there is no preexisting Agency study protocol to support this claim. 
You indicated that you have evidence-based studies, clinical trials, and publications showing that 
these products provide a statistical reduction in HATs. 

EPA currently has existing protocols for residual self-sanitizing activity of dried chemical 
residues on hard, non-porous surfaces to support residual claims with a 3-log performance 
standard. Here is a link to learn more about this protocol: www.epa.gov/pesticide-
registrationIprotoeoI-residuat-sc1f-sanitizingactivity-dried-chemicaI-residucs-hardnon. The 
product performance test guidelines for surface disinfectants can be found at 

v.reu1ations.gov,'docket?DPA-T-1Q-01W-20 15-0276. Additional details on the Agency's 
efficacy requirements for antimicrobial products are available at www.epa.govi'pesticide-
registratioiilefficacv-requirements-antirnicrohial-pesticidcs. Since these protocols may not 
address the claims you desire, they can instead be used as a basis to develop your own protocol 
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to be subniUed to the Agency for review. A new protocol would need to be submitted for review 
as a fee-for-service action. The appropriate Pesticide Registration Improvement Act (PRIA) 
https:!/www.epa.gov/pria-fees/pria-overview-and-history  code would be A522; 'Review of 
public health efficacy study protocol outside AD by members of AD Efficacy Protocol Review 
Expert Panel.' For more information see: https://www.epa.gov/pria-fees/a522-pria-fee-categorv  

Your letter also noted that identical products are registered in Europe and Asia with claims of 
sustained, residual protection. The European regulatory agencies have different regulatory 
standards when compared to EPA, so acceptance abroad does not guarantee registration in the 
U.S. Additionally, you have expressed concerns about the burdensome nature of the Agency's 
regulatory processes. These processes apply to all pesticide registrations to ensure that pesticide 
products are effective and do not pose an unreasonable risk to humans and the environment. 

Thank you for your emails dated July 24, 27, and August 10, 2018, please let us know if you 
have additional questions. We look forward to continued correspondence and will be happy to 
meet with you or other Goldshield representatives. Please contact Eric Miederhoff at 
micderhofferic(epa.gov or (703) 308-8062 to arrange such a meeting or with any questions or 
concerns.

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





The Honorable Richard Shelby 
Chairman 
Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

The Honorable Patrick Leahy 
Vice Chairman 
Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Chairman Shelby and Vice Chairman Leahy: 

On March 23, 2018, the President signed into law the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 
2018 (H.R. 1625), which included congressional direction and emphasis on the importance of the 
United States' forest sector to the energy needs of our country. 1 The U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) and U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE) will work collaboratively to meet the directives laid out by H.R. 1625. Consistent 
with this approach, Congress specifically directed EPA, USDA, and DOE, consistent with their 
missions, to jointly: 

1. ensure that Federal policy relating to forest bioenergy 
a. is consistent across all Federal departments and agencies; and 
b. recognizes the full benefits of the use of forest biomass for 

energy, conservation, and responsible forest management; and 
2. establish clear and simple policies for the use of forest biomass as an 

energy solution, including policies that 
a. reflect the carbon-neutrality of forest bioenergy and recognize 

biomass as a renewable energy source, provided the use of 
forest biomass for energy production does not cause 
conversion of forests to non-forest use; 

'https://www.congress.gov/l l5Ibffls/hr1625IBILLS- 11 5hrl625enr.pdf





b. encourage private investment throughout the forest biomass 
supply chain, including in 

i. working forests; 
ii. harvesting operations; 
iii. forest improvement operations; 
iv. forest bioenergy production; 
v. wood products manufacturing; and 

vi. paper manufacturing; 
c. encourage forest management to improve forest health; and 
d. recognize State initiatives to produce and use forest biomass 

EPA, USDA, and DOE believe the goals of H.R. 1625 are consistent with and complementary to 
the President's 2017 Executive Order on Promoting Energy Independence and Economic 
Growth,2 which emphasizes utilizing domestic sources of energy that are affordable, reliable, 
safe, secure, and clean. Consistent with the direction provided in the appropriations language, a 
longer-term time horizon should be considered when evaluating carbon emissions from forest 
biomass energy. A large body of peer reviewed research papers, government funded reports, and 
other analyses demonstrate that different types of biomass can satisfy these principles. For 
example, the 2016 Billion-Ton Report (BT1 6) released by DOE concludes that between 2030 
and 2040, the U.S. forestry, agriculture and waste sectors could sustainably produce a billion 
tons of biomass annually for energy uses. 3 By 2040, a billion-ton economy could create over 1.1 
million new jobs, increase annual U.S. GDP by $260 billion, and reduce annual greenhouse gas 
emissions by 450 million tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) equivalent. 

In addition, other studies have found that demand for wood products, including specifically 
wood for energy, can serve to maintain or increase investment in forested land under current 
market and environmental conditions.4 For example, research considering the impact of wood 
energy markets in the southeastern U.S. shows an increase in forest area, increased harvest, little 
change in forest inventory, and annual gains in forest carbon.5 

The interagency approach to biomass energy provided by forests and other lands and sectors will 
be guided by an appreciation that forests and other lands and sectors are managed to provide 
multiple environmental, social, and economic benefits to our communities, while simultaneously 
contributing to U.S. energy independence and job creation. Maintaining healthy forests can bring 
jobs and stimulate investments in rural communities through the forests products sector, pulp and 
paper production, biomass power plants, combined heat and power facilities, and through small 
businesses providing fuelwood. Biomass removed during thinning and fuel treatment operations 
can be used to generate renewable energy, while simultaneously reducing the risk to forests from 

economic-growth! 
https://www.energy.gov/eere/bioenergy/20  16-billion-ton-report 

4 Tian, Xiaohui, Brent Sohngen, Justin Baker, Sara Ohrel, and Allen A. Fawcett. 2018. Will U.S. Forests Continue 
to Be a Carbon Sink? Land Economics February 2018. 94(1): 97-113. ISSN 0023-7639. 
5 Abt, Karen L.; Abt, Robert C.; Galik, Christopher S.; and Skog, Kenneth E. 2014. Effect of policies on pellet 
production and forests in the U.S. South: a technical document supporting the Forest Service update of the 2010 
RPA Assessment. Gen. Tech. Rep. SRS-202, Asheville, NC: U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, 
Southern Research Station. 33 p.





insects, disease, and fires. This aspect of forest management is especially important for our 
western forests that continue to be faced with historic wildfire activity and forests across the 
country battling insect and disease epidemics. Forests and other lands also support outdoor 
recreation and tourism, bringing much needed income to rural communities. This type of 
economic stimulus allows rural communities to invest more in sustaining the ecosystems that 
support these communities and local industries. 

There are a variety of EPA programs that address aspects of the production, processing, and 
consumption of biomass. Of most consequence to the use of biomass as a key energy source are 
recommendations on federal procurement of wood-containing products under EPA's 
Environmentally Preferable Purchasing Program and considerations for biomass use in 
conjunction with pennitting of stationary sources under the Clean Air Act. 

On April 23, 2018, EPA issued a policy statement making clear that in future regulatory actions 
biogenic CO2 emissions from the use of biomass from managed forests will be treated as carbon 
neutral when used for energy production at stationary sources, provided the use of forest biomass 
does not cause conversion of forests to non-forest use. 6 In alignment with this policy statement, 
EPA is continuing to develop options that ensure the Agency's programs recognize the full 
benefits of biomass for energy and encourages the continued or potential growth of biomass use 
as a key part of our nation's energy supply. EPA will continue to address the use of biomass 
across these and other relevant Agency programs in a manner consistent with its mission, the 
directives within H.R. 1625, and other applicable legal authorities. 

The USDA Forest Service works with partners at the federal, state and local level, as well as 
forest landowners and conservation organizations, within a shared stewardship framework to 
increase the pace and scale of sustainable and responsible forest management. The Forest 
Service practices sustainable forest management on all federal lands within its jurisdiction. This 
activity is governed by numerous federal laws and regulations and is subject to a robust public 
participation process. USDA provides incentives via voluntary program delivery including 
technical outreach and assistance, fmancial assistance, and forestland protection. USDA also 
conducts and shares the results of forest research to provide the latest data, scientific information, 
and technological applications underpinning sound forest management and efficient wood 
products utilization. 

For measures of forest conditions and services, USDA supports a comprehensive annual forest 
inventory program implemented by the U.S. Forest Service in partnership with States. The 
Forest Inventory and Analysis (FIA) program and associated programs provide insights into 
several topics relevant to the sector's sustainability including carbon sequestration, forest product 
sector and employment trends, biomass availability, land cover, land use change, pollutant 
effects, and fire risk. 

USDA's Rural Development administers programs that use renewable biomass to produce 
electricity, steam, heating and cooling, and ready to use fuel for domestic use and export 
markets. Title IX of the Agricultural Act of 2014 authorized the use of biomass to make fuels, 
biobased products, and chemicals. Through these Title IX Energy Programs, USDA facilitated 
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the use of combined heat and power and biomass boilers and are being used to make new fuels 
and plastics from renewable biomass harnessed sustainably from forests. The programs use loan 
guarantees, grants, and payments to enable business development and job creation in rural 
communities. Collaboration with EPA and DOE is an intrinsic element in implementing projects 
and program delivery. 

DOE is authorized to conduct a program of research, development, demonstration, and 
commercial application for bioenergy. DOE's authority includes research, development, 
demonstration, and commercial application for biofuels and bioproducts, as well as cross-cutting 
research and development in feedstocks. DOE's research and development activities are working 
toward driving down the costs of biofuels and bioproducts. 

Concurrently, EPA, USDA, and DOE will work consistent with their missions to establish clear 
and simple policies to reflect the carbon neutrality of forest bioenergy. EPA, USDA, and DOE 
will encourage the use of biomass as an energy solution, striving for consistency across federal 
policies and programs. Working together, the agencies can tap their respective expertise in 
harnessing the energy potential of this country, and their experience in protecting the 
environment and working with foresters, farmers and other land owners. Additionally, the 
agencies are committed to our ongoing work with all stakeholders, including industrial partners, 
states, tribes, local governments, and non-governmental organizations. EPA, USDA, and DOE 
believe that this interagency cooperation and continued stakeholder engagement will allow for 
the best available science and policy to be shared across the federal government. This process in 
turn will ensure that biomass plays a key role in addressing the energy needs of the United States 
consistent with our respective statutory mandates and in an environmentally and economically 
beneficial way. 

If you have questions, please contact Troy Lyons, Associate Administrator for Congressional and 
Intergovernmental Relations, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency at (202) 564-5200, Robert 
MacGregor, Policy and Congressional Advisor, U.S. Department of Agriculture at (202) 260-
8472, or Wayne D. Smith, Director of the Office of the Executive Secreteriat, U.S. Department 
of Energy at (202) 586-6207. 

Andrew R. Wheeler	 Sonny Perdue	 Rick Perry 
Acting Administrator	 Secretary	 Secretary 
U.S. Environmental	 U.S. Department	 U.S. Department 
Protection Agency	 of Agriculture	 of Energy 

cc: The Honorable Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
U.S. House of Representatives 
The Honorable Nita M. Lowey 
U.S. House of Representatives





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Lamar Alexander 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Alexander: 

Thank you for your September 7, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding 
the Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Memphis for a loan under the Water Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOIs) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOT's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFJA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia.  

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Mail Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthewepa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 

Internet Address (URL) . http //www epa gov
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Ted Budd 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Budd: 

Thank you for the letter of June 12, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
regarding the two EPA-registered products produced by your constituent's company A.P. 
Goldshield LLC. 

Goldshield's currently EPA-registered products, 85556-1 and 85556-2, include claims to control 
non-public health organisms, also characterized as microbiostatic agents, based on the 
registrations granted by EPA. Your letter indicated that Goldshield is interested in pursuing 
additional claims for effectiveness against healthcare-associated infections (HAT). Additional 
information on HATs can be found at a Centers for Disease Control and Prevention website: 
www.cdc. govlhai/infectiontypes.html. 

EPA has not approved any HAT-related claims on any currently registered antimicrobial pesticide 
labels, although claims to kill public health organisms that can be found on hospital surfaces, 
such as Clostridium dfJIcile, Kiebsiella and Pseudomonas aeruginosa, can be added to pesticide 
labels based on supporting efficacy data. Should Goldshield provide efficacy data that supports 
the use of its products as effective against public health organisms, claims to kill those organisms 
on surfaces may be approved. Details on the agency's efficacy requirements for antimicrobial 
products are available at www.epa. gov/pesticide-registrationlefficacy-requirements-
antimicrobial-pesticides. 

It appears your constituent would like to add a residual claim to kill organisms in the range of 
99.9-99.99% reduction and has noted that there is no preexisting agency study protocol to 
support this claim. You indicated that your constituent has compiled evidence-based studies, 
clinical trials, and publications showing that their products provide a statistical reduction in HAT. 

EPA currently has existing protocols for residual self-sanitizing activity of dried chemical 
residues on hard, non-porous surfaces to support residual claims with a 3-log performance 
standard. Here is a link to learn more about this protocol: www.epa. gov/pesticide-
registrationlprotocol-residual-self-sanitizing-activity-dried-chemical-residues-hard-non . The 
product performance test guidelines for surface disinfectants can be found at 
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www.regulations.gov/docket?D=EPA-HQ-OPP-20 15-0276. Additional details on the agency s 
efficacy requirements for antimicrobial products are available at www.epa.gov/pesticide-
registration/efficacy-requirements-antimicrobial-pesticides . Since these protocols may not 
address the desired claims that Goldshield would like to support, they can instead be used as a 
basis for Goldshield to develop its own protocol which could be submitted to the Agency for 
review. 

EPA is already in contact with Goldshield about this matter, and the agency would be happy to 
meet with company representatives to discuss these issues in greater detail. Your constituent is 
welcome to contact EPA directly. The agency's point of contact is Eric Miederhoff at 
miederhoff.eric@epa.gov or (703) 308-8062. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me, or your staff 
may contact Sven-Erik Kaiser in the	s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at kaiser.sven-erik@epa.gov or at (202) 566-2753. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Ben Ray Luján 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Luján: 

Thank you for your letter of October 5, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency about Mr. 
Michael Eisenfeld's questions and concerns regarding the impact of oil and gas production in the San 
Juan Basin of New Mexico. 

I agree that these are important matters that garner significant public interest. I want to assure you that 
the EPA, working collaboratively with our local, state and tribal partners, is committed to ensuring that 
oil and gas production in New Mexico is done responsibly and in accordance with applicable law. My 
response to Mr. Eisenfeld's letter is enclosed. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Martin Heinrich 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Heinrich: 

Thank you for your letter of October 5, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency about Mr. 
Michael Eisenfeld's questions and concerns regarding the impact of oil and gas production in the San 
Juan Basin of New Mexico. 

I agree that these are important matters that garner significant public interest. I want to assure you that 
the EPA, working collaboratively with our local, state and tribal partners, is committed to ensuring that 
oil and gas production in New Mexico is done responsibly and in accordance with applicable law. My 
response to Mr. Eisenfeld's letter is enclosed. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Pamela Janifer in the	 s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

,5
Susan Parker Bodine 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Tom Udall 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Udall: 

Thank you for your letter of October 5, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency about Mr. 
 questions and concerns regarding the impact of oil and gas production in the San 

Juan Basin of New Mexico. 

I agree that these are important matters that garner significant public interest. I want to assure you that 
the EPA, working collaboratively with our local, state and tribal partners, is committed to ensuring that 
oil and gas production in New Mexico is done responsibly and in accordance with applicable law. My 
response to  letter is enclosed. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
janifer.pamelaepa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

1Tarer Bodine 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Joe Donnelly 
U.S. Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Donnelly: 

Thank you for your letter of September 17, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
regarding suggestions on dicamba registration from your constituent  

 

The EPA received correspondence from  on September 6, 2018. We responded directly to Mr. 
 in a letter dated September 18, 2018, a copy of which is enclosed for your reference. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Sven-Erik Kaiser in the s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
kaiser.sven-erikepa.gov or at (202) 566-2753. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

September 18,. 2018	
OFFICE OF 

PREVENTION, PESTICIDES AND
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 

 
Chief Executive Officer 

 

 

Dear Mr. L. Sonny Beck: 

Thank you for your July 7 and August 28, 2018 letters to the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) concerning dicambá products. We greatly appreciate your taking the time to 
engage with the Agency on this important matter. 

The EPA values your input as it will help inform our regulatory decision on whether to continue 
to allow the over-the-top uses of dicamba products. EPA will use the best available information 
to develop a decision that balancesprotection of the environment and non-target vegetation with 
the benefits this technology offers growers for weed control and crop production. Our goal is to 
make a regulatory decision to assist growers in making informed seed purchase decisions for the 
next planting season. 

Please feel free to contact the Agency again with any further information. 

cr.Fkldandxterna4Division 
Office of Pesticide Programs 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

PRO1

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Pete Sessions 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Sessions: 

Thank you for the letter of June 21, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
regarding the Environmentally Preferred Procurement Program (EPP) and vinyl products. 

EPA strives to offer flexibility and inclusiveness in our recommendations. EPA's 
recommendations include both Voluntary Consensus Standards (VCS) and non-VCS to align 
with Office of Management and Budget (0MB) guidance (0MB Circular Al 19). EPA's 
assessments have found that many standards developed through non-VCS processes are 
technically sound and environmentally robust. In order to delineate VCS from non-VCS, EPA 
adds an explanatory footnote to all the non-VCS standards stating, "This standard does not meet 
baseline criteria in Section I of EPA's Guidelines, which contains the requirements necessary to 
demonstrate that a standard is a Voluntary Consensus Standard (VCS)." In addition, our 
recommendations website encourages agencies to contact their Standards Executive for 
assistance in determining which standards should be considered for use. 

The Agency has attempted to provide opportunities for vinyl product manufacturers to market 
compliant products to federal agencies. For the furniture and flooring categories, which were the 
product categories that the Vinyl Institute specifically has raised to EPA as a concern, eight of 
the twelve standards and/or ecolabels included in EPA's recommendations certify vinyl products. 
In the furniture category, five out of the eight standards are VCS standards, and in the flooring 
category, six out of the eight are VCS standards. 

In December 2017, specifically to be responsive to a request from the Vinyl Institute, we added a 
footnote on our recommendations website for the four standards that do not certify products 
containing vinyl, to note that those standards are not applicable to vinyl floor covering or vinyl 
furniture/upholstery. The footnote was intended to allow federal purchasers to focus on one (or 
more) of the eight standards that do certify vinyl products, in cases where the purchaser has a 
need for vinyl products.
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Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Sven-Erik Kaiser in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at kaiser.sven-erikepa.gov or at (202) 566-2753. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identify Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency. 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should review the 2011 task force report and identify and implement additional actions to help increase 
the task force 's collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator ofEPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure taskforce, 
should direct EPA regional offices to identfj' and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14) 

The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruction Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)



implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with the federal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the recommendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 20F3, severá1 task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPA launched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portal to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them in making informed decisions for their drinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWISA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for tribal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's edits were not 
accepted. The EPA is committed to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level. 

In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to find opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to



collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

PROS

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Richard Shelby 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the May 2018 U.S. 
Government Aôcountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-18-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identify Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency. 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure taskforce, 
should review the 2011 taskforce report and identify and implement additional actions to help increase 
the taskforce's collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator of EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should direct EPA regional offices to identify and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14) 

The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruction Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and



implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with the federal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the recommendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 2013, several task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPA launched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portal to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them in making informed decisions for their drinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWJSA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for tribal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's edits were not 
accepted. The EPA is commifted to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level. 

In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to find opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to



collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, pleasecontact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer





^^ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Trey Gowdy 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight 

and Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the May 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-18-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identify Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency. 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should review the 2011 task force report and ident and implement additional actions to help increase 
the taskforce's collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator of EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should direct EPA regional offices to identt5' and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14) 
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The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruction Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and 
implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with thefederal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the recommendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 2013, several task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPA launched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portal to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them in making informed decisions for their drinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWISA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for tribal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's edits were not 
accepted. The EPA is committed to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level.



In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to find opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to 
collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to revi and respdiid to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Ron Johnson 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security 

and Governmental Affairs 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the May 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-18-309). TheEPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identify Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency. 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should review the 2011 task force report and identify and implement additional actions to help increase 
the taskforce's collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator of EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should direct EPA regional offices to ident5' and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14)



The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruction Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and 
implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with the federal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the recommendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 2013, several task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPA launched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portal to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them in making informed decisions for their drinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding, 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also' provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWISA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for tribal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's editswere not 
accepted. The EPA is committed to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level.



In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to find opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to 
collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Mick Mulvaney 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christina@epa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Eugene Dodaro 
Comptroller General 
Government Accountability Office 
Washington, D.C. 20548 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.s. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-18-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Holly W'Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)





LJNTEDSTATES.ENVRONMENTAL PROTECTION:AQENCV' 

D. 20460

OFHCE OF
WATER 

The Honorable MargaTet Wood Flassan 
United State .Senate 
Washington. D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator. Hassan 

Thank you for:yOur June29,, 2018, and July 12,201.8, letters to theLJ.S.Eiwironmental Protection 
Agency regarding the per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PEAS) community engagement event in 
Exeter. NeHathpshire, and . the .actionsthe.EPA:is. takingto addressPFAS. 

The EPA recognizes the challenges that states, tribes, and communities with PFAS contamination are 
facing, and is committed to working side b side with our federal, state local, and tribal partners to 
address these concerns As you know on May 22-23 of this year the EPA hosted a two-day National 
Leadership Sunimit (Summit) on PEAS in Washmgton D C The Summit included representatives from 
over 40 states, tribes and territories 13 federal agencies congressional staff, associations, industry 
groups, and non-governmental organizations As part of the Summit, the EPA announced tIur ke} 
actions the Agency will take in the near term on PFAS Details on these tour ke actions and more 
information on PFAS is available at https /fwww epa gov/pfas Acting Administrator Wheeler has 
reinforced the EPA s commitment to taking the actions announced at the PEAS National Leadership 
Summit in May:.and to developing a PEAS Martagethent:Pian:by the end 20i 8. 

Since the Summit, the EPA ba been visiting and engaging with communities impacted by PFAS 
contamination to hear directly trorn the public The June 25-26 PFAS community engagement event in 
Exeter was an important opportunity for the EPA to hear firsthand from New England communities 
impacted by PFAS, and the Agency appreciates your help in making the event meaningful for those that 
could attend Your office s engagement and participation helped set the stage for the two-day event 
where more than 200 participants heard from speakers that included community advocates local 
officials and state public health and environmental agency reprcscntatives 

rollowing the Exeter event the EPA scheduled four additional community engagement sessions in 
Horsham, Pennsylvania (July 25), Colorado Springs, Colorado (August 7-8), Fayetteville, North 
Carolina (August 14), and Leavenworth, Kansas (September 5) The EPA also engaged with tribal 
representati es at the Tribal I ands and Environment Forum in Spokane, Washington, on August 15 
Finally, the EPA is collecting input through the docket at htt //www regulations gov (Docket No OW-
2018-0270), which will be open until September28 2018 Information from the National I eadership 
Summit community engagements, and public Input provided to the docket will all help the EPA to 
develop a PFAS Management Plan Taken together this input will enable the EPA to better assist states, 
tribes; and ioá1cominunitiesto ensurethesafety oftheir citizens 

RecycId/RGCyqIabO.PdntOd witftVegeb Ofl rni00% Feyccd Paper (40% PäscOnUffle)



As highlighted in your lefters. one oftheactions tlieEPA.. am	.ccd:atthe'Sumrnjt is beginning the
necessary steps to propose designating perfluorooctanotc acid (PFOA) and perfluorooctane sulfonate 
(PFOS) ashazardoi substances:under the Comprehensive Environmeinal Response. Compr ation, and 

Liability Act (CERCLA) The EPA has formed a cross-agenc workgroup and is assessing existing 
statutory and regulatory authorities under which PFOA and PFOS could be designated as hazardous 
substances CERCLA provides six mechanisms for which a substance may be designated as a hazardous 
substance, and the EPA is evaluating each of these rnechamsms which include CERCJ A Section 102 as 
well as the Clean Air Act, the C1ean Water .Ac, the Reurce:Conservation and Recovery Act, an..d the 
Toxic Substances Control Act ['he results of this evaluation will inform the timelme for an future EPA 
action to pursue such a designation for PFOA or PFOS 

Finally, your July 12, 2018, 1etter . ãlo:references the draft PFAS ToxicoiogieaiPrôfile frómthe U .S. 
Department of Health and Human Services' Agency for roxic Substances and Disease Registry 
(ATSDR) On June 20 2018 ATSDR released a draft Toxicological Profile of tour PFAS chemicals br 
public comment after coordinating with the EPA,...the: Food . and Drug Administration, the National. 
Institutes of Health, the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences, the U S Geological 
Survey, and the.Departrnent of Defense. (DOD). The EPA iscarefully:reviewing ATSDR'S draft 
J'oxicological Profile and will consider any information that may inform the EPA's approach to PFOA 
PrOS, and other PFAS Additionally, the EPA is currently developing toxicity values for GcnX 
chemicals and perfluorobutane sulfonate (PFBS) in cooperation with our federal partners, including thc 
Department of Health and Human Services and DOD and the Agency plans to expand these efforts to 
other PFAS in2019. The EPA remains committed cOntinuing to collaboratewith ATSDR and our 
other federal partners as we work together to protect public health 

Again, thank you . for your letter. if yu . ha.ft	rqi tons, please contact m or your staff may 
contact Matt Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
klastnmauhej 	or (202) 5660780

David 
Assistant Administrator



UNITEDSTATESENVIRONMENTALPROTECTION AGENCY

WASHINTQN, QC. 2c46O 

The Honorable JeannShaheen 
United State Senate 

Washington. D.C. 20510. 

Dear Senator Shaheen: 

Thank you for your June29, 20I8. and Juty l2. 201 g,'letters to the U.S. EnVironnientaI Protection 

Agency regarding the per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS community engagement event ifl 
Exeter, New Hampshire, and the:aeti	the 1PA is takiig toaddressPFAS, 

The EPA recognizes the challenges that stat, tribs, and comnrnnities with PFAS contamination are 
facing, and is committed ta working side by side vith1otir federal,, state, Ioeal;:and tribal partners to 
address these concerns. As .yu know;on May 22.L23 oithis year, the EPA hosted a,two-day National 
Leadership Surntrnt (Summit) on PFAS in Washmgton, D C The Summit included representatives from 
over 40 states, tribes and territories; 13 federal agencies; congressional staff; associations; industry 
groups and non-governmental organizatIons As palt of the Summit, the EPA announced four key 
actions the Agency wilt iake ixrthe near Icr :on 'PFA& Detils,on'Thes fôur'key' actions 'and more 
information on PFAS.i availhle'at https:i/w	 jagov/pfas. Acting Adthmni'trator Whler has 
reinforced the EPA'S c mientt1aicingthe 1aons'annOurced at thcPFASNalional Leadership 
Summit in May and'to developing a RFAS Management"Plan by ,the'end of '201 & 

Since the Summit the .EPA',has 'been visithig :and engaging wIth communities impacted by PFAS 
contamination to hear directly from the public The June 25-26 PFAS community engagement event in 
Exeter was an impbrtant opportunity'for the 'EPA ,t hear flrsthand from Now England communities 
impacted by PFAS, and the Agency appreciates your help in making the event meaningful for thoce that 
could attend Your office's engagement and participation helped set the stage for the two-day event 
where' more than 200 participants heaEd,frmspeakers that included omniunity advocates, local 

officials, and state public health and environmental agency representatives 

Following the Exeter event the EPA scheduled fur'additioiia1 tontnnity engagement sessions, in 

Horsham, Pennsylvania (itlI) 25), Colorado Springs, Colorado (August 7-8), Fayetteville, North 
Carolina (August 14), and. Leavenworth, Kansas (September 5) The EPA also engaged with tribal 
representatives at the Tribal Lands and Environment Forum in Spokane, Washington, on August 15 

FinaII', the EPA is'ecill,ecting'input through the docket at',	j,,,, 	(Docket No. OW-

2018-0270), which will be open until September28, 2018 Information from the National Leadership 
Summit, community thgagthents, atd public input provided tO"thdoketwill all help' the"EPA to 
develop a PFAS Management Plan. Tkn together, this input will enuible'the EPA 't better assist states, 
tribes, 'and local coinhiunuties to on re'tl;tyf 'theIr citizens. 
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As highlighted in your!etters one of the ations the , lAnn . uflCed t t1S ummit 'is. bt : ginning the 

necessary steps to propose designatmg periluorooctanoic acid PFOA and pet fluorooctane sulfonate 

PFOS) as hazardous substances under the Comprehensive Environmental Response. Compensation and 

LIablht) Act (CERCLA) The EPA has formed a cross-agency workgroup and is assessing e\lstmg 

statutory and regulatory authorities under whicb..PFOA and .PR)Scould be.designated as..,hazardous 

substances CERCLA provides six mechanisms for which a substance may be designated as a ha7ardous 
substance and the EPA is evaluating each of these mechanisms which include CERCLA Section 102 as 
well as th Clean Air Act the Clean Water Act the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act and the 

1 O\IC Substances Control Act 1 he results of this evaluation will inform the timebne for any future EPA 
action to pursue. such .a designation for PFOA or PEOS. 

finally your July i2 2018 letter also references the draft PIAS I oxicological Profile from the U S 
Department of Health and Human Services Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registi) 
(Af'DR) On June 20, 2018, A1SDR released a draft Toxicological Profile 01 foUr PTAS chemicals for 
public comment after coordinating with the EPA, the Food and Drug Administration, the National 
Institutes of I Icaith the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences, the U S Geological 

Sur'ey, and the Department of Detensc (DOD) The EPA is carefully reviewing Al SDR s draft 
1 oxicological Profile and will consider any information that may inform the F PA s approach to PFOA 
PFOS, and other PEAS.. .A.ddionaliy, theTLPA is currently developing toxicityválues for.(3enX 
chemicals and perfiuorobutane sulfonate (PF BS) in cooperation with our federal partners including the 

Department of Health and Human Services and DOD and the Agency plans to expand these efforts to 
other PFAS in 2019 The F PA remains committed to continuing to cothiboratc with Al SDR and our 
other federal partners a we work together to p otect pubIk hea.I.th. 

Again, thank you for your letter If you have further questions, please contact mc oi your stal Imay 

contact Matt Kiasen in tht EPA s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Rclattons at 

)jllhic '' or (202) 566-0780

David P. Ross 

Assistant. Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Rodney P. Frelinghuysen 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the May 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-i 8-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identify Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency. 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should review the 2011 taskforce report and identjfy and implement additional actions to help increase 
the taskforce's collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator of EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure taskforce, 
should direct EPA regional offices to ident and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14) 

The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruction Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and 

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov
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implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with the federal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the reconmiendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 2013, several task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPA launched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portai to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them in making informed decisions for their drinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWISA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for tribal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's edits were not 
accepted. The EPA is committed to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level. 

In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to find opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to



collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Richard Shelby 
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identify Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water arid wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency. 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure taskforce, 
should review the 2011 taskforce report and identify and implement additional actions to help increase 
the taskforce's collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator ofEPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure taskforce, 
should direct EPA regional offices to identify and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14) 

The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruction Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and



implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with the federal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the recommendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 2013, several task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPAlaunched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portal to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them in making informed decisions for their drinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWISA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for trIbal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's edits were not 
accepted. The EPA is committed to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level. 

In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to find opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to



collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have , any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Trey Gowdy 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight 

and Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC. 20515 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the May 2018 U.s. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-18-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identiQv Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency.	 - 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should review the 2011 taskforce report and identfj' and implement additional actions to help increase 
the task force 'y collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator of EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should direct EPA regional offices to ident5' and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14) 
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The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruction Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and 
implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with the federal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the recommendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 2013, several task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPA launched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portal to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them n making informed decisions for their thinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWISA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for tribal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's edits were not 
accepted. The EPA is committed to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level.



In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to fmd opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to 
collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to revi and respdiid to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

' PRO

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Ron Johnson 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security 

and Governmental Affairs 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the May 2018 U.S. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-i 8-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

In this report, the GAO examined the extent to which federal agencies: (1) identify Indian tribes' 
drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs, (2) fund tribal drinking water and wastewater 
infrastructure projects to address the most severe sanitation deficiencies, and (3) collaborate to meet 
Indian tribes' drinking water and wastewater infrastructure needs. 

The GAO found that tribal infrastructure programs could benefit from improved collaboration. The 
report referenced several agencies, including the EPA, and reported examples of duplicative efforts that 
could be eliminated through better communication among federal partners at the regional level. The 
GAO also suggested that implementation of recommendations from a 2011 report prepared for the 
multi-agency tribal infrastructure task force could improve the members' abilities to leverage limited 
federal resources. The EPA agrees with the GAO's findings, conclusions, and recommendations relevant 
to the agency. 

GAO Recommendations: 

The Administrator of the EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should review the 2011 taskforce report and idenafy and implement additional actions to help increase 
the taskforce's collaboration at the national level. (Recommendation 8) 

The Administrator of EPA, in cooperation with other members of the tribal infrastructure task force, 
should direct EPA regional offices to identify and pursue additional mechanisms to increase their 
collaboration. (Recommendation 14)



The EPA agrees with the recommendation to review the 2011 report prepared by the Streamlining 
Preconstruetion Paperwork Workgroup for the tribal infrastructure task force and to identify and 
implement additional actions to help increase the task force's collaboration at the national level. The 
EPA has already initiated this discussion with the federal partners and dedicated a portion of the April 
2018 task force meeting to review the recommendations. The EPA also notes that progress has been 
made to further the intent of these recommendations, as described below: 

Online tribal resources and training: In 2013, several task force member agencies developed a 
common Preliminary Engineering Report template, which was automated by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. Additionally, in 2017, the EPA launched the Water Finance 
Clearinghouse, a web-based portal to help communities, including tribes, locate information and 
resources that will assist them in making informed decisions for their drinking water, 
wastewater, and stormwater infrastructure needs. Within this Water Finance Clearinghouse, 
tribes can apply a filter to search for funding sources and technical resources applicable to them. 
The task force partner agencies contribute to and update the Water Finance Clearinghouse 
regularly. 

Funding for operation and maintenance of water infrastructure: While the EPA does not have the 
statutory authority to fund operation and maintenance, the agency has a long history of funding 
operation and maintenance training and operator certification for tribal drinking water utilities 
through its Tribal Public Water System Supervision program. Additionally, the 2016 Water 
Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation Act provided flexibilities that allow for the use of the 
EPA Drinking Water Infrastructure Grants Tribal Set Aside funds for operation and maintenance 
training and operator certification. Fiscal year 2017 and 2018 appropriations also provided the 
EPA Clean Water Indian Set Aside program new authority to use up to $2 million of 
appropriated CWISA funds for training, technical assistance, and education relating to operation 
and management of tribal wastewater treatment works. The EPA is coordinating with the 
Department of Health and Human Services' Indian Health Service to use CWISA training funds 
to help ensure tribal wastewater infrastructure is adequately operated and managed. 

Development of efficiencies in the environmental review process: The task force partners 
published a matrix titled "Review of Agency Requirements for Complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act for Tribes and Alaskan Native Villages." This document summarized 
federal regulations and guidance documents to communicate federal environmental review 
priorities with potential applicants. Since 2015, the EPA also has been engaged in an effort led 
by the Department of Housing and Urban Development to coordinate and standardize 
environmental reviews for tribal homes and related infrastructure. A draft memorandum of 
understanding is currently under review by the five task force member agencies and four 
additional federal agencies. 

In the EPA's comments to the draft report, the agency provided revised text for the second 
recommendation concerning regional collaboration. The EPA notes that the agency's edits were not 
accepted. The EPA is committed to improving regional interagency collaboration and we are exploring 
options and opportunities with our regional offices. As the tribal infrastructure task force lead agency, 
the EPA will work with the federal partners to identify and disseminate successful best practices at the 
regional level.



In conclusion, the EPA agrees with the GAO's analysis as it pertains to the agency. The EPA will 
continue to find opportunities to improve water and wastewater infrastructure in Indian country and to 
collaborate with the task force members at the headquarters and regional levels to ensure efficient and 
effective implementation of its tribal infrastructure programs. 

The EPA appreciates the opportunity to review and respond to the final GAO report. If you have any 
questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody, in the agency's Office of 
Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at 
(202) 564-0260.

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Mick Mulvaney 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.s. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-18-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Holly W. Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF THE
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 

The Honorable Eugene Dodaro 
Comptroller General 
Government Accountability Office 
Washington, D.C. 20548 

I am transmitting the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's response to the July 2018 U.s. 
Government Accountability Office report entitled, Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure - 
Opportunities Exist to Enhance Federal Agency Needs Assessment and Coordination on Tribal Projects 
(GAO-i 8-309). The EPA prepared this response pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720. 

The agency reviewed the report and pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 720, enclosed are copies of the EPA 
responses to the Chairs of the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, the Senate 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, and the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. If you have any further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina 
Moody, in the agency's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, by email at 
moody.christinaepa.gov or by phone at (202) 564-0260. 

Holly W'Greaves 
Chief Financial Officer 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Matt Cartwright 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Cartwright:

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
infcrmation, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21St Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access infonnation claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbilrequesting-
access-cbiunder-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
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chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pame1aepa.gov  or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Gwen Moore 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Moore: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to': (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca.  

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I. want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pame1aepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Betty McCollum 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, district of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman McCollum: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca.  

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Zoe Lofgren 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Lofgren: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbilrequesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca.  

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA'sNew Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Daniel Kildee 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20510 

Dear Congressman Kildee: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21St Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prvent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Henry (HANK) C Johnson 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Johnson: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21St Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under Section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the 	 s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at janifer.pame1aepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Eleanor HOLMES Norton 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Norton: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed toworking with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Luis V. Gutierrez 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Gutierrez: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure isnecessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use; exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Anna G. Eshoo 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Eshoo: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Gerald E. Connolly 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Connolly: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbilrequesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca.  

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances,	 s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at janifer.pamela@epa.gov  or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Suzanne Bonamici 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Bonamici: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially hannful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA' s web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Jared Huffman 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Huffman: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbilrequesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pame1aepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting'Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Nanette Barragan 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Barragan: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System' (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Donald Beyer 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Beyer: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbilrequesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pameIaepa.gov  or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Emanuel Cleaver 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Cleaver: 

Thaflk you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21St Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (02) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Mark DeSaulnier 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman DeSaulnier: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, underthe intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

PRO1

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Raul M. Grijalva 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Grijalva: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

PRO1

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Alcee L. Hastings 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, district of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Hastings: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 

Internet Address (URL) http I/www epa gov 
Recycled/Recyclable Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on l00 0/D Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper





EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disólosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the èonfidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pame1aepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Darren M. Soto 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Soto: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled .to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

.1 want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at janifer.pamela@epa.gov  or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Jan Schakowsky 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Schakowsky: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is conmiitted to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Jamie Raskin 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Raskin: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclo sure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, ubder the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to asSure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you, for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CNEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Mark Pocan 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Pocan: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA' s web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" detennination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA's assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirçments to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 0 

Dear Congressman Nadler: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Jerry McNemey 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman McNerney: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders:On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" detennination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Alan Lowenthal 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Lowenthal: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local gowrnments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local .governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca.  

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pame1aepa.gov  or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Barbara Lee 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Lee: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure' of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemipals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at janifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Jared Polis 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Polis: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, Ps assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pame[a Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Mike Quigley 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman Quigley: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in, your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Donald McEachin 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congressman McEachin: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present. 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbilrequesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca.  

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202)564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Jackie Speier 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Speier: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 1 4(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present n unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 14(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Jathfer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamelaepa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Louise M. Slaughter 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Slaughter: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 
present." 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASF-HNGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Lucille Roybal-Allard 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Roybal-Allard: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21St Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments; environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at janifer.pamela@epa.gov  or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

PRO1°

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Frederica Wilson 
US House of Representatives 
Washington, District of Columbia 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Wilson: 

Thank you for your letter of March 8, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
requesting "disclosure of the identities of chemical substances used in hydraulic fracturing and 
oil and gas drilling that the EPA has identified as potentially harmful to human health under its 
New Chemical program pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) and the 
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) from the start of the program's implementation to the 

Your letter raises questions relating to new chemicals risk assessments and the disclosure of 
information, including specific chemical identity, that has been claimed as Confidential Business 
Information (CBI) by submitters of premanufacture notices under section 14 of TSCA, as 
amended. 

Regarding your concerns about the availability of CBI to: (1) state tribal and local governments; 
(2) environmental health and medical professionals; and (3) emergency responders, the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century Act amended the Toxic Substances Control 
Act (TSCA) to expand the categories of entities who may now access information claimed as 
confidential business information (CBI) under TSCA. Under section 14(d), EPA is now allowed, 
under certain conditions, to disclose CBI - such as the information referenced in your letter - to 
state, tribal, and local governments;environmental, health, and medical professionals; and 
emergency responders. On June 22, 2018, EPA published guidance outlining the circumstances 
under which TSCA allows the Agency to disclose CBI and how representatives of the three 
groups listed above can request disclosure. See 83 Fed. Reg. 30,171 (June 27, 2018). This 
guidance is also available on EPA's web page at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-cbi/requesting-
access-cbi-under-tsca. 

TSCA section 14(d)(3) provides for disclosure of CBI to the public if EPA determines that 
disclosure is necessary to protect against an unreasonable risk of injury to health or the 
environment. To disclose the confidential identities of the chemical substances as you requested, 
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EPA would have to determine that the substances present an unreasonable risk, and that 
disclosure is necessary to prevent that unreasonable risk. The 41 chemicals referenced in your 
letter were all reviewed under EPA's New Chemicals Program, and EPA did not make a 
"presents unreasonable risk" determination for any of these chemicals. While our reviews 
identified some potential hazards associated with these chemical substances, EPA' s assessments 
also indicated that, under the intended conditions of use, exposures would be adequately 
controlled to prevent any unreasonable risk. Because EPA did not determine that these 41 
chemicals present unreasonable risks, EPA is not making the confidential identities of these 
substances publicly available under section 1 4(d)(3). 

I want to assure you that the Agency is committed to working with you and other members of 
Congress to achieve full implementation of the statute's requirements to protect human health 
and the environment and to make information publicly available as appropriate. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations atjanifer.pamela@epa.gov or at (202) 564-6969. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator





S7. 

L PRO1

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

The Honorable Martin Heinrich 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Heinrich: 

Thank you for the letter of June 11, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the 
request of your constituent, Richard Hockaday, that the EPA reconsider its current efficacy standards fOr 
registering mosquito repellents. Mr. Hockaday' s company, Energy Related Devices, Inc., has developed 
a new, wearable repellent device in which the repellent is not applied to the skin. 

Attached is the letter that was sent to Mr. Hockaday. In it, we explain that the 90-percent efficacy 
standard is applied to all non-skin-applied repellents and is less stringent than the standard for skin-
applied repellent products. The standard was arrived at through in-depth discussions with entomologists 
and takes into consideration the public health status of mosquitoes. 

Although Energy Related Devices has withdrawn the registration application it had submitted to the 
EPA last year, our scientists are certainly willing to work with Mr. Hockaday and his company in 
developing appropriate protocols for testing product efficacy. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Sven-Erik Kaiser in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
kaiser.sven-erikepa.gov or at (202) 566-2753.

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY 
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 

Mr. Robert G. Hockaday 
President 
Energy Related Devices, Inc. 
10275 State Hwy 104 
Tucumcari, New Mexico 88401 

Dear Mr. Hockaday: 

Senator Martin Heinrich has forwarded to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency your Feb. 15, 
2018, letter requesting that he urge the Agency to reconsider its current efficacy standards for registering 
mosquito repellents. Your company, Energy Related Devices, Inc., has designed a new, wearable 
repellent device in which the repellent is not applied to the skin. 

Mosquitoes are considered public health pests because their bites can have severe health consequences. 
The EPA views efforts to enhance control options for public health pests to be a high priority, and our 
Registration Division has met twice with your company concerning protocols submitted for testing the 
efficacy of your product. At our last meeting, Nov. 8, 2017, we discussed the efficacy standards and 
protocol deficiencies at length. Efficacy testing must meet specific standards, procedurally and ethically, 
especially since certain tests involve the use of human subjects. In December 2017, your company 
withdrew its registration application. 

As you know, the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act provides for federal regulation of 
pesticide distribution, sale, and use. All pesticides distributed or sold in the United States must be 
registered by the EPA, after which the product can be registered in each state before sales can begin in 
that state. Before the EPA can register a pesticide under FIFRA, the applicant must show, among other 
things, that using the pesticide according to specifications will not cause unreasonable adverse effects to 
human health and the environment. A risk-benefit law, FIFRA also requires that the EPA consider the 
economic, social, and environmental costs and benefits of the use of any pesticide in reaching a 
registration decision. 

Any pesticide that makes a public health claim must provide proof— arrived at by laboratory and/or field 
testing - of the product's effectiveness in its registration application in order to protect the public and 
confirm a product's performance. The EPA consistently applies a 90-percent efficacy standard to all 
non-skin-applied insect repellents. That efficacy level was reached after in-depth discussions with 
entomology experts. The standard for skin-applied repellents is even more stringent - complete 
protection for a period of at least 2 hours. 

A pesticide product for control of a public health pest must be both safe and effective. It is likely that a 
repellent product that has lower efficacy but which lasts for a long period of time could expose the 
public to a higher-than-acceptable chance of being bitten by a pathogen-carrying pest. 
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Staff at the EPA are open to continuing to work with Energy Related Devices on this technoidgy as you 
attempt to develop testing protocols for conducting efficacy trials that may be suitable for regulatory 
purposes. If your company submits a new registration application and the associated Pesticide 
Registration Improvement Act fees (or application for waiver of fees as appropriate), and the application 
is deemed complete, the EPA will act on that application as expeditiously as possible and in accordance 
with the time frame established by FIFRA as amended by PRIA. 

Charlotte Bertrand 
Acting Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 

cc: Senator Martin Heinrich
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Tom Udall 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Udall: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa. gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 564-0260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Patty Murray 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure, that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www. epa. gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office Of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 564-0260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Jack Reed 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Reed: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa.gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov or (202) 564-0260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL 
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Jeffery A. Merkley 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Merkley: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa. gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research plarming, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to prothct children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 564O260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Richard J. Durbin 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Durbin: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa.gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel's leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 5 6O260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Jerry Moran 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Thank you for your September 28, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding 
the Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Wichita for a loan under the Water Infrastructure Finance 
and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOIs) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOT's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia.  

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Mail Klasen in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthewepa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Pat Roberts 
United States Senate 
Washington,.D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Roberts: 

Thank you for your September 28, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding 
the Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Wichita for a loan under the Water Infrastructure Finance 
and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOIs) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOT's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia.  

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Mall Kiasen in the	 s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
K1asen.Matthewepa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Ron Estes 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Estes: 

Thank you for your September 28, 2018, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding 
the Letter of Interest submitted by the City of Wichita for a loan under the Water Infrastructure Finance 
and Innovation Act (WIFIA) program. 

EPA staff are currently evaluating all letters of interest (LOIs) submitted by prospective borrowers. 
Evaluations are based on each LOl's alignment with statutory and regulatory requirements, as well as a 
preliminary creditworthiness and an initial feasibility review. The EPA anticipates selecting projects this 
fall for the next phase of the loan selection and approval process. Additional information on the WIFIA 
application process is available at https://www.epa.gov/wifia.  

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Matt Kiasen in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
Klasen.Matthewepa.gov or (202) 566-0780.

David P. Ross 
Assistant Administrator 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Tom Udall 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Udall: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa. gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 564-0260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Patty Murray 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure, that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www. epa. gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office Of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 564-0260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Jack Reed 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Reed: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa.gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov or (202) 564-0260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL 
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Jeffery A. Merkley 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Merkley: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa. gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel' s leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research plarming, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to prothct children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 564O260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL
AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Richard J. Durbin 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Durbin: 

Thank you for your letter dated October 4, 2018, expressing your support of children's health and the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Office of Children's Health Protection (OCHP). The EPA's OCHP 
is an important office within the EPA, providing essential leadership in protecting children through 
engagement on key children's health issues (e.g., addressing exposures in schools and indoor air quality 
programs) and supporting research to ensure that children have a safe and healthy environment to live, 
learn, and play. Enclosed is the Agency's October 2018 report "Protecting Children's Health" which 
highlights many of the key efforts the Agency has underway. The report can also be found at 
https://www.epa.gov/childrenlprotecting-childrens-health-booklet.  

There are no plans to reorganize the Office of Children's Health Protection, to reduce funding, or to shift 
resources. The Agency will continue to involve the OCHP in the EPA's proposed rules and regulation 
actions as it has normally done. 

Additionally, no personnel actions have been taken against Dr. Ruth Etzel. She has been placed on paid 
leave pending the Agency's review into allegations regarding Dr. Etzel's leadership of the OCHP. While 
the allegations are reviewed, Dr. Michael Firestone, currently the Acting Deputy Director, will step in 
and serve as the Acting OCHP Director. Dr. Firestone will provide strong leadership. He is a 30-year 
career EPA employee who joined the Office of Children's Health Protection in 2000 as the science team 
lead where he focused on research planning, science policy and risk assessment guidance related to 
children's environmental health.
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The EPA is committed to protect children where they live, learn, and play by funding programs and 
research initiatives that help to keep these environments safe from environmental hazards. If you have 
further questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Christina Moody in EPA's Office of 
Congressional Affairs at moody.christinaepa.gov  or (202) 5 6O260.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Ben Ray Luján 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Luján: 

Thank you for your letter of October 5, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency about Mr. 
 questions and concerns regarding the impact of oil and gas production in the San 

Juan Basin of New Mexico. 

I agree that these are important matters that garner significant public interest. I want to assure you that 
the EPA, working collaboratively with our local, state and tribal partners, is committed to ensuring that 
oil and gas production in New Mexico is done responsibly and in accordance with applicable law. My 
response to  letter is enclosed. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Martin Heinrich 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Heinrich: 

Thank you for your letter of October 5, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency about Mr. 
 questions and concerns regarding the impact of oil and gas production in the San 

Juan Basin of New Mexico. 

I agree that these are important matters that garner significant public interest. I want to assure you that 
the EPA, working collaboratively with our local, state and tribal partners, is committed to ensuring that 
oil and gas production in New Mexico is done responsibly and in accordance with applicable law. My 
response to  letter is enclosed. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Pamela Janifer in the	 s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
janifer.pamela@epa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

,5
Susan Parker Bodine 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR ENFORCEMENT AND 

COMPLIANCE ASSURANCE 

The Honorable Tom Udall 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Udall: 

Thank you for your letter of October 5, 2018, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency about Mr. 
 questions and concerns regarding the impact of oil and gas production in the San 

Juan Basin of New Mexico. 

I agree that these are important matters that garner significant public interest. I want to assure you that 
the EPA, working collaboratively with our local, state and tribal partners, is committed to ensuring that 
oil and gas production in New Mexico is done responsibly and in accordance with applicable law. My 
response to  letter is enclosed. 

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may 
contact Pamela Janifer in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at 
janifer.pamelaepa.gov or (202) 564-6969.

1Tarer Bodine 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

OCT 1 9 2018 

OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL 

AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL RELATIONS 

The Honorable Tom Udall 
Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Interior, 
Environment. and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington. D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Udall: 

Thank you for your letters of September 28, 2017, March 19, 2018, and May I 0, 2018. sent to 
former Administrator Scott Pruitt regarding Office of the Administrator expenditures. Since 
Administrator Pruitt left the agency, I am responding to the three letters on behalf of Acting 
Administrator Wheeler. 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency takes seriously its fiduciary duty to comply with 
statutory requirements and demonstrate good stewardship of taxpayer dollars. The agency is 
working to address issues raised by your letters and the Apri I 16, 20 I 8, opinion from the 
Government Accountability Office concerning the EPA ·s obligations under section 710 of the 
Financial Services and General Government Appropriations Act of 2017. Agency programs are 
reviewing how the expenditures occurred, assessing and updating internal guidance and 
developing corrective actions. In the interim. the agency also added a requirement for senior 
management reviews of presidential appointee office-related expenditures. 

The EPA has a centralized search underway that we expect will yield documents responsive to 
your request. We anticipate delivering responsive documents to your office as they become 
available. 

Again. thank you for your letters. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff 
may contact Kristien Knapp in the Office of Congressional Affairs at (202) 564-3277 or 
Knapp.Kristien@epa.gov. 
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Recycled/Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable OIi Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 50¼ Postconsumor content) 




	AL-18-000-9971 Final Response
	al-18-001-0035
	AL-18-001-0481
	al-18-001-0850
	AL-18-001-0986 Manchin
	al-19-000-0192
	al-19-000-0194
	al-19-000-0196
	AL-19-000-0233 J. Barrasso - concurrence -J. Goodin -10-25-18
	al-19-000-0478
	AX-18-001-0893 Final Response Ltr
	Carter Final 10-24-18
	control AL-18-000-9784 re. PERDUE fragrance
	EPA response to Rep. Foster on Sterigenics AL-18-001-1137
	EPA response to Sen. Duckworth on Sterigenics AL-18-001-1137
	EPA response to Sen. Durbin on Sterigenics AL-18-001-1137
	Jones Final 10-5-18
	mike thompson
	OW Hiring Freeze Approval Form OWOW-OWCD-FRMRB
	R10-18-O01-1189_Murkowski final response
	Rep. Paul Cook - EPA Response Regarding Aemerge RedPak
	ross
	Sca
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4

	Scan Signed Response to Eu
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_2e
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_2v
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_2x
	Page 1
	Page 2

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_3e
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_3v
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_3x
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_4e
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_4x
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_5e
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_5x
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control_2322
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Control44
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41
	Page 42
	Page 43
	Page 44
	Page 45
	Page 46
	Page 47
	Page 48
	Page 49
	Page 50
	Page 51
	Page 52
	Page 53
	Page 54
	Page 55
	Page 56
	Page 57
	Page 58
	Page 59
	Page 60
	Page 61
	Page 62
	Page 63
	Page 64
	Page 65
	Page 66
	Page 67
	Page 68
	Page 69
	Page 70
	Page 71
	Page 72
	Page 73
	Page 74
	Page 75
	Page 76
	Page 77
	Page 78
	Page 79
	Page 80
	Page 81
	Page 82
	Page 83
	Page 84
	Page 85
	Page 86
	Page 87
	Page 88
	Page 89
	Page 90
	Page 91
	Page 92
	Page 93
	Page 94
	Page 95
	Page 96
	Page 97
	Page 98
	Page 99
	Page 100
	Page 101
	Page 102
	Page 103
	Page 104
	Page 105
	Page 106
	Page 107
	Page 108
	Page 109
	Page 110
	Page 111
	Page 112
	Page 113
	Page 114
	Page 115
	Page 116
	Page 117
	Page 118
	Page 119
	Page 120
	Page 121
	Page 122
	Page 123
	Page 124
	Page 125
	Page 126
	Page 127
	Page 128

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Controlee
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Controlv
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20

	Scan Signed Response to Existing Controlx
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6

	Scan Signed Response to Exisu
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20

	Scan Signed Responsu
	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6

	Signed Letter to the Honorable Lamar Alexander - AL-18-001-0296
	Signed Letter to The Honorable Scott Perry AL-18-000-8196
	Signed Letter to the Honorable Tom Carper - AL-18-001-0296
	Signed Letters to The Honorable Nanette Diaz Barragan and (55) colleagues
	Signed Response to the Hon. Alan Lowenthal and 49 Colleagues -- AL-19-000-0129
	Signed Response to the Hon. Edward J. Markey and 22 Colleagues -- AL-19-000-0389
	Signed Response to the Hon. James Lankford -- AL-18-001-0070
	Signed Response to the Hon. James M. Inhofe -- AL-18-001-0070
	Udall 10-19-18 (Expenditures)



